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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WOMACK). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 7, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE 
WOMACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 

f 

CARBON TAX 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, the House will vote this week 
on a resolution of disapproval on a car-
bon tax, a new tax that would greatly 
hurt my State of West Virginia. 

West Virginia is the second largest 
producer of coal in the United States. 
The coal mined in West Virginia made 
this country what it is today. It made 
the steel that built skyscrapers and the 
ships that won world wars. 

If a carbon tax would be imposed, all 
of this would change. According to the 
nonpartisan Congressional Budget Of-
fice, a carbon tax would hurt our econ-
omy. It would raise prices and diminish 
people’s purchasing power. It would re-
duce the number of hours people 
worked, resulting in lost wages. It 
would also disproportionately hurt 
low-income families and raise energy 
prices for seniors and families. 

West Virginia already has one of the 
highest unemployment rates in the Na-
tion. What we need are policies that 
create more jobs, encourage companies 
to expand and hire, diversify our econ-
omy, and reinvest in our people. 

Our coal miners and our coalfields 
have suffered enough. They can’t afford 
a tax on the very energy West Virginia 
produces. 

The message is clear: West Virginia 
needs more jobs and reinvestment, not 
a carbon tax. 

IMPLEMENTATION OF NEW OZONE STANDARDS 
Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, the EPA is at it again. It is 
writing yet another rule that will hurt 
our economy and could make it harder 
for us to build new roads and create 
jobs. 

In this economy, when West Virginia 
has one of the highest unemployment 
rates in the Nation, the last thing we 
need is more red tape. We don’t need 
more bureaucrats getting in the way of 
our State’s ability to develop our re-
sources. 

The new ozone standards the EPA 
wants to impose on States would hurt 
manufacturing, drilling, mining, and 
agricultural operations, hurting the 
families who depend on these jobs. 

The EPA is ratcheting up its ozone 
standard on States. Most States and 
counties haven’t even met the 2008 
ozone standard, and now the bar is 
being raised again. This is unrealistic. 

Counties not in compliance with the 
new standard could find it even harder 
to attract and build new developments. 

In southern West Virginia, that means 
we might not be able to redevelop our 
former mine sites to their full poten-
tial. It could even halt the much-need-
ed Hobet mine redevelopment. 

Noncompliant counties also might 
not be able to build new highways. For 
southern West Virginia, that could 
mean long planned highway projects 
are put on the back burner again. 

This week, we will vote in the House 
on a bill to put the brakes on the 
EPA’s latest actions. We will give the 
States time to catch up before the EPA 
tries to impose yet another standard. 
We will protect public health while en-
suring implementation of new ozone 
standards that don’t cripple our econ-
omy. 

This is a commonsense bill that de-
serves bipartisan support. 

f 

HONORING ANITA DATAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Mrs. LOWEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor an extraordinary public servant, 
Anita Datar, who was tragically killed 
late last year during the despicable ter-
rorist attack at the Radisson Blu Hotel 
in Bamako, Mali. 

Anita, only 41 years old, was senior 
director for field programs for the 
international development firm, Palla-
dium. She went to Mali on a USAID- 
supported research project focused on 
women’s reproductive health. 

Raised in New Jersey, Anita devoted 
her entire career to international pub-
lic health and development. She start-
ed as a Peace Corps volunteer in Sen-
egal, and then continued to travel 
throughout sub-Saharan Africa, Latin 
America, and the Caribbean, helping 
vulnerable communities escape poverty 
and disease. 

Anita founded a nonprofit organiza-
tion that connects low-income women 
in developing countries to quality 
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health services. She was especially 
committed to expanding access to fam-
ily planning services and treating and 
preventing HIV. 

Anita’s son, Rohan, is in the gallery 
today with his father, David. They will 
join Anita’s friends and colleagues at a 
reception this evening at the U.S. In-
stitute of Peace to remember Anita 
and celebrate the mark her work left 
on so many. 

Rohan recently moved to my home 
district in New York. Rohan, we are 
proud and honored to have you in our 
community. Your mom made the world 
a better place through her passion, 
spirit, and dedication to helping oth-
ers. Her selfless commitment to service 
is one of the many indelible legacies 
Anita bestowed on Rohan and all those 
who had the honor of knowing her. 

I would also note that the Senate 
passed, on February 1, 2016, a bipar-
tisan resolution, S. Res. 347, honoring 
the memory and legacy of Anita Ashok 
Datar; condemning the terrorist attack 
in Bamako, Mali, on November 20, 2015; 
and extending heartfelt condolences 
and prayers to the family, friends, and 
colleagues of Anita Ashok Datar, par-
ticularly her son, Rohan; and the indi-
viduals touched by the life of Anita 
Ashok Datar or affected by her death, 
including the dedicated development 
professionals and volunteers that con-
tinue to selflessly engage in critical 
humanitarian and development efforts. 

The text of S. Res. 347 can be found 
on pages S134–S135 of the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD, dated Wednesday, Jan-
uary 20, 2016. 

We will continue to be inspired by 
Anita’s dedication to helping others. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 2 
p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

We give You thanks, O merciful God, 
for giving us another day. 

In these days after Memorial Day, we 
thank You again for the ultimate sac-
rifices of so many of our citizen ances-
tors. Bless their families with Your 
consolation. Bless, as well, the men 
and women who serve our Nation this 
day in our Armed Forces. 

O God, You have blessed every person 
with the full measure of Your Grace 
and given us the bounty of Your Spirit. 
We pray, especially today, for Your 

children here in the U.S. but also 
across the world who are lacking in the 
nutrition to develop and grow as 
human persons, fully alive. May we 
who have so much work to provide 
bread for the world, especially for 
those in the first 1,000 days of their 
lives, from conception to early child-
hood. 

As the Members of this people’s 
House return from the Memorial Day 
adjournment, bless them with the wis-
dom and perseverance to attend to the 
pressing needs of all who hunger and 
thirst, for sustenance, and for justice. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

REMEMBERING A TRUE 
MINNESOTAN 

(Mr. EMMER of Minnesota asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to remember the life of 
St. Cloud native Wheelock Whitney. 
Mr. Whitney devoted his life to the 
State of Minnesota and to our commu-
nity. 

Wheelock Whitney was born in St. 
Cloud, Minnesota, and joined the Navy 
following high school. After serving his 
country, he attended Yale University 
and went on to become the successful 
CEO of J.M. Dain & Company until he 
retired in 1972. 

Wheelock’s passions, however, ex-
panded far past business. He served as 
the mayor of Wayzata, Minnesota, and 
ran for the U.S. Senate in 1964. He also 
ran for Governor of the State of Min-
nesota in 1982. Wheelock was active in 
politics throughout his long life. He 
was also a baseball enthusiast and was 
instrumental in bringing our beloved 
Twins to Minnesota. 

While Wheelock will, undoubtedly, be 
remembered for his successful career 
and many endeavors, many of us will 
remember him for his charity. Among 
his many charitable efforts, Wheelock 
served as the chairman of the National 
Council on Alcoholism and Drug De-
pendence, and he cofounded the John-

son Institute, which helps fight addic-
tion. 

Wheelock Whitney was a man with a 
great heart. He lived to help others and 
strived to make Minnesota a wonderful 
place to live, and we will all miss him. 

f 

THE FAILURE OF HOUSE 
REPUBLICANS IN CONGRESS 

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans in Congress have failed to pass a 
budget or to adequately address the 
health crises that we have brewing in 
this country, including one in my own 
hometown of Flint, Michigan. 

Now, this week, Speaker RYAN is try-
ing to distract the focus from Repub-
lican Party leader and presumptive 
nominee Donald Trump’s racist and 
bigoted remarks toward Mexican 
Americans and Muslim Americans. 

Releasing white papers is not enough 
to offset what the leader of your party 
is saying every day about American 
citizens. 

Last week, for example, Donald 
Trump questioned the ability of an 
American Federal judge to do his job— 
this is a direct quote—because ‘‘he’s a 
Mexican.’’ He even doubled down on 
this extreme position, questioning 
whether a Muslim American judge 
could also properly do his job based on 
his religion, based on his beliefs. These 
are deeply troubling, racist, un-Amer-
ican comments that cannot be toler-
ated, that cannot be accepted. 

Honestly, if I felt as if the leadership 
in the House were doing its job to over-
come that so as to do its own job and 
not align with those sorts of state-
ments by allowing its own legislation 
to fail because of the willingness to fly 
the Confederate flag, it would be far 
more acceptable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. JEN-
KINS of West Virginia). The Chair will 
remind Members to refrain from engag-
ing in personalities towards presump-
tive nominees for the Office of the 
President. 

f 

SPEAKER RYAN’S ‘‘A BETTER 
WAY’’ AGENDA 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, this week, Speaker of the 
House PAUL DAVIS RYAN presented a 
positive program on what Republicans 
support—A Better Way—which is our 
vision for a confident America. 

Speaker RYAN has outlined a bold Re-
publican agenda that advances mean-
ingful reforms to address poverty, to 
protect national security, to grow our 
economy and create jobs, to defend the 
Constitution, to improve health care, 
and to reform the Tax Code. The A Bet-
ter Way program will provide positive 
opportunities for American families 
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and will chart the course that chal-
lenges all Americans to reach their full 
potential. 

The American Dream should be true 
for everyone. All should have a chance 
to make the most of their lives no mat-
ter how they start. The optimistic 
agenda of creating jobs will get Amer-
ica back on track while addressing 
some of the most serious challenges of 
our time. I appreciate Speaker RYAN’s 
work to make this a positive and inclu-
sive process by collecting feedback 
from citizens across the country for A 
Better Way. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

f 

REMEMBERING COY LUTZ 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in recognition of 
the tragic loss and in memory of 19- 
year-old Coy Lutz, a young man from 
my hometown of Howard, Pennsyl-
vania, who was killed in a New Jersey 
rodeo accident. 

Coy was a four-time national quali-
fier and a two-time Pennsylvania State 
champion in High School Rodeo Asso-
ciations. He was also a 2015 graduate of 
the Central Pennsylvania Institute of 
Science and Technology. He continued 
his education at the University of Ten-
nessee at Martin, where he was major-
ing in criminal justice. 

At the University of Tennessee, Coy 
was also pursuing his passion for rodeo. 
Following his death, the university’s 
rodeo coach, John Luthi, said, ‘‘Even 
though he was only here for 1 year, his 
impact will always be felt here at UT 
Martin. He was a super human being 
who always took care of his business. 
It’s hard to imagine why something 
like this had to happen, but we have 
faith that God is in control.’’ 

My thoughts and prayers remain 
with the Lutz family, including Coy’s 
parents, Doug and Sabine, along with 
his sisters, Melanie and Laura. 

f 

PFEIFER KIWANIS CAMP AND EX-
ECUTIVE DIRECTOR SANFORD 
TOLLETTE 

(Mr. HILL asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize the dedicated and exceptional 
work of Mr. Sanford Tollette, the exec-
utive director of the Joseph Pfeifer 
Kiwanis Camp in Arkansas. 

The camp provides at-risk and under-
privileged children throughout Arkan-
sas with the opportunity to enhance 
their education while experiencing na-
ture and the great outdoors. Originally 
a summer camp, Mr. Tollette has 
transformed it into a year-round resi-

dential academic intervention pro-
gram. 

A grateful mother from Arkansas re-
cently shared with me the powerful im-
pact that the camp has had on her 
daughter’s development, allowing her 
to better interact with her friends and 
her classmates. Further, the camp has 
provided critical guidance and informa-
tion to the mother to help her with her 
child’s development. 

Under his leadership, the camp has 
provided thousands of young Arkan-
sans with the opportunity to grow, 
learn, and build lasting friendships. I 
commend Mr. Tollette for his fruitful 
efforts, and I look forward to his con-
tinued success. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 3:45 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 10 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1545 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. FARENTHOLD) at 3 o’clock 
and 45 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

CHECKPOINT OPTIMIZATION AND 
EFFICIENCY ACT OF 2016 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5338) to reduce passenger wait 
times at airports, and for other pur-
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5338 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Checkpoint 
Optimization and Efficiency Act of 2016’’. 
SEC. 2. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that airport 
checkpoint wait times should not take pri-
ority over the security of the Nation’s avia-
tion system. 
SEC. 3. ENHANCED STAFFING ALLOCATION 

MODEL. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator of the Transportation Se-

curity Administration shall complete an as-
sessment of the Administration’s staffing al-
location model to determine the necessary 
staffing positions at all airports in the 
United States at which the Administration 
operates passenger checkpoints. 

(b) APPROPRIATE STAFFING.—The staffing 
allocation model described in subsection (a) 
shall be based on necessary staffing levels to 
maintain minimal passenger wait times and 
maximum security effectiveness. 

(c) ADDITIONAL RESOURCES.—In assessing 
necessary staffing for minimal passenger 
wait times and maximum security effective-
ness referred to in subsection (b), the Admin-
istrator of the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration shall include the use of canine 
explosives detection teams and technology 
to assist screeners conducting security 
checks. 

(d) TRANSPARENCY.—The Administrator of 
the Transportation Security Administration 
shall share with aviation security stake-
holders the staffing allocation model de-
scribed in subsection (a), as appropriate. 

(e) EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION.—The Ad-
ministrator of the Transportation Security 
Administration shall require each Federal 
Security Director to engage on a regular 
basis with the appropriate aviation security 
stakeholders to exchange information re-
garding airport operations, including secu-
rity operations. 

(f) GAO REVIEW.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall review the staffing allocation model de-
scribed in subsection (a) and report to the 
Committee on Homeland Security of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate on the results of such review. 
SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE UTILIZATION OF STAFFING 

RESOURCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To the greatest extent 
practicable, the Administrator of the Trans-
portation Security Administration shall di-
rect that Transportation Security Officers 
with appropriate certifications and training 
are assigned to passenger and baggage secu-
rity screening functions and that other Ad-
ministration personnel who may not have 
certification and training to screen pas-
sengers or baggage are utilized for tasks not 
directly related to security screening, in-
cluding restocking bins and providing in-
structions and support to passengers in secu-
rity lines. 

(b) ASSESSMENT AND REASSIGNMENT.—The 
Administrator of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration shall conduct an assess-
ment of headquarters personnel and reassign 
appropriate personnel to assist with airport 
security screening activities on a permanent 
or temporary basis, as appropriate. 
SEC. 5. TSA STAFFING AND RESOURCE ALLOCA-

TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator of the Transportation Se-
curity Administration shall take the fol-
lowing actions: 

(1) Utilize the Administration’s Behavior 
Detection Officers for passenger and baggage 
security screening, including the verification 
of traveler documents, particularly at des-
ignated PreCheck lanes to ensure that such 
lanes are operational for use and maximum 
efficiency. 

(2) Make every practicable effort to grant 
additional flexibility and authority to Fed-
eral Security Directors in matters related to 
checkpoint and checked baggage staffing al-
location and employee overtime in further-
ance of maintaining minimal passenger wait 
times and maximum security effectiveness. 
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(3) Disseminate to aviation security stake-

holders and appropriate Administration per-
sonnel a list of checkpoint optimization best 
practices. 

(4) Expand efforts to increase the public’s 
participation in the Administration’s 
PreCheck program, including deploying Ad-
ministration-approved ready-to-market pri-
vate sector solutions and offering secure on-
line and mobile enrollment opportunities. 

(5) Request the Aviation Security Advisory 
Committee (established pursuant to section 
44946 of title 49, United States Code) provide 
recommendations on best practices for 
checkpoint security operations optimization. 

(b) STAFFING ADVISORY COORDINATION.—Not 
later than 30 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator of the 
Transportation Security Administration 
shall— 

(1) direct each Federal Security Director to 
coordinate local representatives of aviation 
security stakeholders to establish a staffing 
advisory working group at each airport at 
which the Administration oversees or per-
forms passenger security screening to pro-
vide recommendations to the Administrator 
on Transportation Security Officer staffing 
numbers, for such airport; and 

(2) certify to the Committee on Homeland 
Security of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate that such staff-
ing advisory working groups have been es-
tablished. 

(c) REPORTING.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator of the Transportation Se-
curity Administration shall— 

(1) report to the Committee on Homeland 
Security of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate regarding how 
the Administration’s Passenger Screening 
Canine assets may be deployed and utilized 
for maximum efficiency to mitigate risk and 
optimize checkpoint operations; and 

(2) report to the Committee on Homeland 
Security of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate on the status 
of the Administration’s Credential Authen-
tication Technology Assessment program 
and how deployment of such program might 
optimize checkpoint operations. 
SEC. 6. AVIATION SECURITY STAKEHOLDERS DE-

FINED. 
For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘avia-

tion security stakeholders’’ shall mean, at a 
minimum, air carriers, airport operators, 
and labor organizations representing Trans-
portation Security Officers or, where appli-
cable, contract screeners. 
SEC. 7. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this Act may be construed as 
authorizing or directing the Administrator 
of the Transportation Security Administra-
tion to prioritize reducing wait times over 
security effectiveness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. KATKO) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP-
SON) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include any extraneous materials on 
the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
We have all seen, heard about, or 

even experienced for ourselves the re-
cent crisis of wait times at TSA check-
points at airports across this great Na-
tion. With record passenger volumes, 
inefficient staffing models, and col-
laboration challenges with airports and 
airlines, the TSA has found itself 
stretched way too thin. The fact of the 
matter is that security effectiveness 
and efficiency are not mutually exclu-
sive. 

Now that the summer holiday season 
is upon us, it is imperative that we 
move to alleviate the nightmarish sce-
narios that have been playing out at 
airports across the United States in re-
cent months. Passengers should not be 
missing flights due to long security 
lines when they are arriving to the air-
port 2 hours prior to their flights. 
Similarly, airports should not be ap-
proaching an operational ground stop 
related to TSA checkpoint lines. Also, 
they should not be having to sleep 
overnight on cots, in airports, because 
of TSA snafus. 

The House has already passed impor-
tant legislation to expand TSA 
PreCheck, which is still awaiting pas-
sage in the Senate. Getting more pas-
sengers enrolled in PreCheck is essen-
tial to security and efficiency by iden-
tifying low-risk travelers and expe-
diting them through screening. Today, 
we have the opportunity to act again 
and swiftly. When I came to Congress, 
I made a commitment to my constitu-
ents to tackle problems head-on and 
get things done. 

A few weeks ago, my colleagues and 
I had convened representatives from 
airports and airlines from across this 
country to discuss this wait time crisis 
and to hear directly from them what 
they think needs to be done to help. 
The message was consistent, and it was 
loud: the TSA needs to collaborate 
with individual airlines and airport au-
thorities to coordinate sufficient staff-
ing levels on a local basis. 

We heard their message. This bill will 
require the TSA to maximize all of its 
available resources and give airports, 
airlines, and labor organizations a seat 
at the table to ensure those resources 
are being utilized and allocated in the 
most effective and efficient manner. 

The Checkpoint Optimization and Ef-
ficiency Act will make a meaningful 
impact in shortening the burdensome 
security wait times being experienced 
by Americans who travel through air-
ports across this country. It is critical 
that Congress act to swiftly get this 
bill to the President’s desk. 

Specifically, this legislation rede-
ploys TSA assets, such as behavior de-
tection officers, of which there are 
3,000, and K–9 teams so that more per-
sonnel are made available to perform 
screening functions. Further, the bill 
grants additional flexibility to local 
TSA supervisors in order to empower 
them to make decisions on an airport- 

by-airport basis, rather than a top- 
down approach from TSA headquarters. 

This bill will also direct the TSA to 
undergo a comprehensive workforce as-
sessment and report to Congress to en-
sure that the agency is deploying per-
sonnel in the most risk-based manner. 
The TSA must also share its staffing 
practices with airport operators, air-
lines, and labor organizations in order 
to enhance the coordination between 
peak travel times, flight schedules, and 
TSA checkpoint staffing. 

Mr. Speaker, this wait time crisis is 
an issue that touches airports across 
this great country, and a swift re-
sponse to problems like this is what 
the American people sent us here to ac-
complish. This legislation implements 
commonsense practices while pre-
venting a one-size-fits-all approach to 
aviation security. Above all, the bill 
explicitly states that security is para-
mount and that wait times should not 
be prioritized at the expense of effec-
tive security screening. 

I thank the chairman of the full com-
mittee, Mr. MCCAUL, for his strong sup-
port of this legislation and for ensuring 
that it was a top priority for the com-
mittee. Additionally, I thank Ranking 
Member RICE and Representative 
KEATING for their bipartisan support on 
this bill. I also thank the ranking mi-
nority member on the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, my colleague who 
works with us hand in hand again and 
again on these matters, Mr. THOMPSON. 
We are here, before Congress, passing 
yet another bill in a bipartisan man-
ner. This is what Congress is supposed 
to do, and I thank Mr. THOMPSON for 
his support. I also express thanks to 
each of the bill’s cosponsors for recog-
nizing the importance of this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 5338, the 
Checkpoint Optimization and Effi-
ciency Act of 2016. 

Over the past few months, the Trans-
portation Security Administration has 
been scrutinized and criticized regard-
ing wait times. As the peak travel sea-
son began, there were several reports of 
wait times that exceeded 2 hours. 
Those lengthy waits caused anxiety 
and disappointment among travelers. 
At times, the prolonged wait times 
caused many passengers to miss their 
flights. 

In response to this crisis, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and the 
Transportation Security Administra-
tion took a series of actions. The TSA 
deployed additional K–9 teams to 
screen passengers at checkpoints; it in-
tensified its efforts to promote partici-
pation in the PreCheck program; it 
partnered more closely with airlines 
and airports; and it increased research 
and development efforts for tech-
nologies that will improve screening. 
This bill codifies many of those ac-
tions. However, it does not encompass 
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the entirety of the Department’s ef-
forts to address the wait times crisis. 

DHS Secretary Johnson also re-
quested that $34 million in appropria-
tions be reprogrammed from other TSA 
accounts to help cover the costs for 
overtime, converting part-time work-
ers to full-time, and expediting the hir-
ing of new transportation security offi-
cers. DHS’ request was approved. Just 2 
weeks after the reprogramming, Sec-
retary Johnson requested an additional 
infusion of cash to TSA operations of 
$28 million. That reprogramming re-
quest is pending. The infusion of $34 
million in additional resources into 
TSA security operations has had a tre-
mendous impact on wait times at the 
Nation’s airports. In fact, during the 
Memorial Day weekend, most airports 
reported wait times of less than 30 min-
utes during peak time. 

If the TSA is to maintain the oper-
ational gains that have been realized in 
recent weeks and keep wait times 
down, it will require Congress’ stepping 
up and providing resources. Even 
though the measures within this bill 
will codify much of what the TSA and 
the DHS are already doing to address 
the issue, the only way to achieve long- 
term, measurable success is by giving 
the TSA the resources it needs on an 
ongoing basis. 

The TSA’s current staffing is out of 
step with its own projection for vol-
umes in fiscal year 2016. As you can see 
from the poster, the TSA’s staffing in 
fiscal year 2016 was 42,525 TSOs, which 
is nearly 2,500 fewer frontline staff 
than in fiscal year 2011. The TSA is ex-
pected to screen nearly 100 million 
more passengers in FY 2016, with about 
2,500 fewer staff. 

That is why I joined with Represent-
ative DEFAZIO and Representative 
DOLD in introducing H.R. 5340, the 
FASTER Act, which is bipartisan legis-
lation that directs the money that is 
collected from the flying public 
through the September 11 Security Fee 
to actually be used to secure the Na-
tion’s commercial aviation system. Un-
fortunately, a significant portion of 
the funds collected, which has totaled 
$12.6 billion over 10 years, is being di-
verted to offset the Federal budget. I 
urge Members to support H.R. 5340, the 
FASTER Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. JOYCE). 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 5338, the Checkpoint 
Optimization and Efficiency Act of 
2016. 

Every week, when I come and go 
from the Cleveland airport, I worry 
about the chaotic lines and the long 
wait times in security. I am glad for 
the opportunity to speak in support of 
legislation that intends to alleviate 
this ever-growing problem. I am in-
creasingly hearing from constituents 
about the frustration of subjecting one-
self to air travel. Traveling with chil-

dren is even more stressful, as my wife 
and I can empathize with. Missing a 
flight because of ridiculously long lines 
at security is unacceptable. At the 
same time, we need a system that 
guarantees passenger safety. 

It is all of our jobs here in Congress 
to ensure that our constituents are 
safe, and it is the responsibility of TSA 
officers to ensure travelers are thor-
oughly screened. This legislation will 
boost their efficiency in doing so. Re-
viewing the TSA’s staffing model is 
necessary to determine best practices 
and implement them as soon as pos-
sible. This legislation increases trans-
parency and accountability. Examining 
big-picture problems with the current 
system and tackling the issues at the 
source will help to reduce passenger 
wait times and will ensure the safety of 
all of our constituents. 

This legislation presents a common-
sense approach in addressing the air-
port wait times issue, and I urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 5338. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

Mr. DOLD. I, certainly, thank my 
good friend from New York for yielding 
the time. 

I thank my friend from Mississippi, 
who talked a little bit before about the 
bill that we are working on together, 
that being the FASTER Act, which I do 
believe is a step in the right direction. 

Mr. Speaker, I represent a district 
just north of Chicago, so the airport 
that I go in and out of right now is Chi-
cago’s O’Hare—the busiest airport in 
the country. In fact, we believe about 
77 million passengers are going to go 
through O’Hare this year—77 million. 
It is not uncommon, obviously, for me 
to go there and have extremely long 
wait times at the TSA. Unfortunately, 
what we have seen more recently is 
these wait times continuing to build— 
to build so much that, actually, the 
wait time is longer than the flight, 
itself, which, to me, is completely un-
acceptable. Frankly, the American 
public deserves a little bit more ac-
countability. 

Over the past few weeks, these long 
wait times, obviously, have been exac-
erbated, so we have put on a Band- 
Aid—a patch—to try to make sure that 
we have a little bit more staffing at 
some of these busiest of airports 
around the country, and we have seen 
those wait times come down. Yet what 
we do know is that people are missing 
their flights. People who have missed 
their flights, at least in the last couple 
of weeks, have been able to be put on 
flights without too much inconven-
ience. If this were to happen this sum-
mer, the chances are, at least from the 
airlines, they wouldn’t be able to get 
on their flights for a week or more, 
which could completely disrupt family 
vacations and the like. 

The current screening procedures 
need to be updated to ensure that we 

protect passengers from terrorist 
threats and to make sure that pas-
sengers are screened in the most effi-
cient manner possible. This is, really, a 
two-pronged approach. In one, my 
friend from Mississippi talked about 
the FASTER Act, which is, again, try-
ing to make sure that the resources 
that passengers pay are actually going 
toward the TSA to make sure that it 
has the manpower necessary to do the 
screening. 

Today’s bill, the Checkpoint Optimi-
zation and Efficiency Act, will go a 
long way towards ensuring that the 
TSA updates the screening procedures 
to improve customer service at the Na-
tion’s busiest airports. This bill will 
ensure that TSA position screeners are 
where they are needed most, which, I 
think, is absolutely critical. The bill 
will allow the TSA to reallocate K–9 
teams to the Nation’s busiest airports 
or where they are needed. K–9 detect-
ing teams are a vital tool in ensuring 
the quick and effective screening of 
passengers. 

Mr. Speaker, just this last week, I 
was at O’Hare. I went down and had an 
opportunity to talk with some of the 
K–9 screeners in Chicago. One actually 
came from Fairbanks, Alaska, and the 
other one came in from Cincinnati. 

b 1600 

There is no question that there was a 
huge issue at O’Hare that needed to be 
rectified, and what this legislation 
does—and the gentleman from New 
York proposes—will allow that flexi-
bility to happen. 

Finally, I want to just talk about the 
TSA’s Federal Security Directors and 
making sure that they are placed at 
the busiest airports and have some of 
the flexibility that they need to make 
the staffing decisions that are best for 
the people. 

The bill today, I believe, will go a 
long way toward alleviating the crisis 
at our busiest airports around the 
country and will help make sure that 
our hours-long wait times will be re-
duced and diminished. 

I certainly hope my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle will support this 
legislation. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time to close. 

Mr. Speaker, the measure under con-
sideration will codify much of what the 
Department and TSA have been doing 
to address wait times at our Nation’s 
airports. Thankfully, through bipar-
tisan negotiations on this measure, we 
were able to ensure that when local 
airport working groups are stood up, 
the voices of the airport operators, air 
carriers, and those who represent the 
men and women on the front lines of 
aviation security would be heard. 

Also, I am pleased that the bill, as 
amended, takes a broader view on how 
behavior detection officers could be 
used at our airports. I have long been 
skeptical of TSA’s investment in the 
Behavior Detection Officer program, 
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given the risks of racial or ethnic 
profiling and the lack of science to 
back TSA’s claim of this security effec-
tiveness. 

I am pleased that Chairman KATKO 
was receptive to repurposing this posi-
tion, at the Federal Security Director’s 
discretion, to any alternate position 
within TSA’s checkpoint screening 
functions. 

I, once again, urge Members to sup-
port H.R. 5340, the FASTER Act, as it 
will ensure that TSA receives funding 
it needs to acquire and maintain staff 
and resources to efficiently carry out 
its mission without compromising se-
curity effectiveness. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self the balance of my time to close. 
The threats facing our Nation’s avia-

tion system are constantly changing 
and adapting. For this reason, TSA’s 
mission is not only difficult, but crit-
ical to the national security of the 
United States and the safety of trav-
eling Americans. 

I, again, wish to thank all of the bi-
partisan cosponsors of this legislation, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, the traveling 

public is suffering from staggeringly long air-
port wait times. As the busy summer travel 
season has begun, I am consistently hearing 
reports of missed flights, delays, and two-hour 
plus wait times at TSA security checkpoints. 
This bipartisan legislation includes meaningful 
reforms that the Homeland Security Com-
mittee has identified to address wait times, 
while making sure that the traveling public re-
mains safe. I also want to encourage the Sen-
ate to act on other House-passed bills that 
would help alleviate checkpoint wait times. 

TSA’s Admiral Neffenger testified before my 
committee that the provisions outlined in H.R. 
5338 would help optimize checkpoints and re-
duce the burden on TSA and passengers. Our 
bill has also received overwhelming support 
from transportation stakeholders, such as the 
airport and airline community. 

The Checkpoint Optimization and Efficiency 
Act redeploys TSA personnel to enhance staff-
ing and increase operational capability, allow-
ing more screening lanes to be open. The bill 
ushers in a new era of transparency and ac-
countability between TSA and its airport and 
airline stakeholders, while pushing continued 
expansion of TSA’s PreCheck program, which 
the House has already sought to expand with 
the passage of the TSA PreCheck Expansion 
Act. 

Mr. Speaker, the President’s recent budget 
requests have failed to predict the resources 
that were needed to mitigate this problem be-
fore it started. In fact, last year, TSA gave 
$100 million back to the U.S. Treasury. Now, 
Secretary Johnson has had to ask Congress 
for reprogramming requests to alleviate the 
burden placed on TSA operations. While these 
reprogramming requests were necessary, I am 
pleased that this legislation will go a step fur-
ther by reallocating existing assets in a much 
more effective manner. 

I wish to thank Chairman KATKO for his 
leadership on this important issue, as well as 
each of the cosponsors of the bill. In par-

ticular, I wish to thank Ranking Member RICE 
and Representative KEATING for lending their 
support to the bill and for their engagement 
and work on enhancing transportation security. 
I urge my colleagues to support this critical 
legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
KATKO) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5338, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HELPING HOSPITALS IMPROVE 
PATIENT CARE ACT OF 2016 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5273) to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for reg-
ulatory relief under the Medicare pro-
gram for certain providers of services 
and suppliers and increased trans-
parency in hospital coding and enroll-
ment data, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5273 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Helping Hospitals Improve Patient Care 
Act of 2016’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—PROVISIONS RELATING TO 
MEDICARE PART A 

Sec. 101. Development of Medicare study for 
HCPCS version of MS–DRG 
codes for similar hospital serv-
ices. 

Sec. 102. Establishing beneficiary equity in 
the Medicare hospital readmis-
sion program. 

Sec. 103. Five-year extension of the rural 
community hospital dem-
onstration program. 

Sec. 104. Regulatory relief for LTCHs. 
Sec. 105. Savings from IPPS MACRA pay-for 

through not applying docu-
mentation and coding adjust-
ments. 

TITLE II—PROVISIONS RELATING TO 
MEDICARE PART B 

Sec. 201. Continuing Medicare payment 
under HOPD prospective pay-
ment system for services fur-
nished by mid-build off-campus 
outpatient departments of pro-
viders. 

Sec. 202. Treatment of cancer hospitals in 
off-campus outpatient depart-
ment of a provider policy. 

Sec. 203. Treatment of eligible professionals 
in ambulatory surgical centers 
for meaningful use and MIPS. 

TITLE III—OTHER MEDICARE 
PROVISIONS 

Sec. 301. Delay in authority to terminate 
contracts for Medicare Advan-
tage plans failing to achieve 
minimum quality ratings. 

Sec. 302. Requirement for enrollment data 
reporting for Medicare. 

Sec. 303. Updating the Welcome to Medicare 
package. 

TITLE I—PROVISIONS RELATING TO 
MEDICARE PART A 

SEC. 101. DEVELOPMENT OF MEDICARE STUDY 
FOR HCPCS VERSION OF MS–DRG 
CODES FOR SIMILAR HOSPITAL 
SERVICES. 

Section 1886 of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395ww) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(t) RELATING SIMILAR INPATIENT AND OUT-
PATIENT HOSPITAL SERVICES.— 

‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT OF HCPCS VERSION OF MS– 
DRG CODES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 
1, 2018, the Secretary shall develop HCPCS 
versions for MS–DRGs that is similar to the 
ICD–10–PCS for such MS–DRGs such that, to 
the extent possible, the MS–DRG assignment 
shall be similar for a claim coded with the 
HCPCS version as an identical claim coded 
with a ICD–10–PCS code. 

‘‘(B) COVERAGE OF SURGICAL MS–DRGS.—In 
carrying out subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall develop HCPCS versions of MS–DRG 
codes for not fewer than 10 surgical MS– 
DRGs. 

‘‘(C) PUBLICATION AND DISSEMINATION OF 
THE HCPCS VERSIONS OF MS–DRGS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
velop a HCPCS MS–DRG definitions manual 
and software that is similar to the defini-
tions manual and software for ICD–10–PCS 
codes for such MS–DRGs. The Secretary 
shall post the HCPCS MS–DRG definitions 
manual and software on the Internet website 
of the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Serv-
ices. The HCPCS MS–DRG definitions man-
ual and software shall be in the public do-
main and available for use and redistribution 
without charge. 

‘‘(ii) USE OF PREVIOUS ANALYSIS DONE BY 
MEDPAC.—In developing the HCPCS MS–DRG 
definitions manual and software under 
clause (i), the Secretary shall consult with 
the Medicare Payment Advisory Commission 
and shall consider the analysis done by such 
Commission in translating outpatient sur-
gical claims into inpatient surgical MS– 
DRGs in preparing chapter 7 (relating to hos-
pital short-stay policy issues) of its ‘Medi-
care and the Health Care Delivery System’ 
report submitted to Congress in June 2015. 

‘‘(D) DEFINITION AND REFERENCE.—In this 
paragraph: 

‘‘(i) HCPCS.—The term ‘HCPCS’ means, 
with respect to hospital items and services, 
the code under the Healthcare Common Pro-
cedure Coding System (HCPCS) (or a suc-
cessor code) for such items and services. 

‘‘(ii) ICD–10–PCS.—The term ‘ICD–10–PCS’ 
means the International Classification of 
Diseases, 10th Revision, Procedure Coding 
System, and includes a subsequent revision 
of such International Classification of Dis-
eases, Procedure Coding System.’’. 
SEC. 102. ESTABLISHING BENEFICIARY EQUITY 

IN THE MEDICARE HOSPITAL READ-
MISSION PROGRAM. 

(a) TRANSITIONAL ADJUSTMENT FOR DUAL 
ELIGIBLE POPULATION.—Section 1886(q)(3) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395ww(q)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘sub-
ject to subparagraph (D),’’ after ‘‘purposes of 
paragraph (1),’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) TRANSITIONAL ADJUSTMENT FOR DUAL 
ELIGIBLES.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In determining a hos-
pital’s adjustment factor under this para-
graph for purposes of making payments for 
discharges occurring during and after fiscal 
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year 2019, and before the application of 
clause (i) of subparagraph (E), the Secretary 
shall assign hospitals to groups (as defined 
by the Secretary under clause (ii)) and apply 
the applicable provisions of this subsection 
using a methodology in a manner that allows 
for separate comparison of hospitals within 
each such group, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(ii) DEFINING GROUPS.—For purposes of 
this subparagraph, the Secretary shall define 
groups of hospitals based on their overall 
proportion, of the inpatients who are enti-
tled to, or enrolled for, benefits under part 
A, who are full-benefit dual eligible individ-
uals (as defined in section 1935(c)(6)). In de-
fining groups, the Secretary shall consult 
the Medicare Payment Advisory Commission 
and may consider the analysis done by such 
Commission in preparing the portion of its 
report submitted to Congress in June 2013 re-
lating to readmissions. 

‘‘(iii) MINIMIZING REPORTING BURDEN ON 
HOSPITALS.—In carrying out this subpara-
graph, the Secretary shall not impose any 
additional reporting requirements on hos-
pitals. 

‘‘(iv) BUDGET NEUTRAL DESIGN METHOD-
OLOGY.—The Secretary shall design the 
methodology to implement this subpara-
graph so that the estimated total amount of 
reductions in payments under this sub-
section equals the estimated total amount of 
reductions in payments that would otherwise 
occur under this subsection if this subpara-
graph did not apply.’’. 

(b) SUBSEQUENT ADJUSTMENTS BASED ON 
IMPACT REPORTS.—Section 1886(q)(3) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(q)(3)), 
as amended by subsection (a), is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) CHANGES IN RISK ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(i) CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS IN 

IMPACT REPORTS.—The Secretary may take 
into account the studies conducted and the 
recommendations made by the Secretary 
under section 2(d)(1) of the IMPACT Act of 
2014 (Public Law 113–185; 42 U.S.C. 1395lll 
note) with respect to the application under 
this subsection of risk adjustment meth-
odologies. Nothing in this clause shall be 
construed as precluding consideration of the 
use of groupings of hospitals.’’. 

(c) MEDPAC STUDY ON READMISSIONS PRO-
GRAM.—The Medicare Payment Advisory 
Commission shall conduct a study to review 
overall hospital readmissions described in 
section 1886(q)(5)(E) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(q)(5)(E)) and whether 
such readmissions are related to any changes 
in outpatient and emergency services fur-
nished. The Commission shall submit to Con-
gress a report on such study in its report to 
Congress in June 2017. 

(d) ADDRESSING ISSUE OF CERTAIN PA-
TIENTS.—Subparagraph (E) of section 
1886(q)(3) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395ww(q)(3)), as added by subsection 
(b), is further amended by adding at the end 
the following new clause: 

‘‘(ii) CONSIDERATION OF EXCLUSION OF PA-
TIENT CASES BASED ON V OR OTHER APPRO-
PRIATE CODES.—In promulgating regulations 
to carry out this subsection with respect to 
discharges occurring after fiscal year 2018, 
the Secretary may consider the use of V or 
other ICD-related codes for removal of a re-
admission. The Secretary may consider 
modifying measures under this subsection to 
incorporate V or other ICD-related codes at 
the same time as other changes are being 
made under this subparagraph.’’. 

(e) REMOVAL OF CERTAIN READMISSIONS.— 
Subparagraph (E) of section 1886(q)(3) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(q)(3)), 
as added by subsection (b) and amended by 
subsection (d), is further amended by adding 
at the end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iii) REMOVAL OF CERTAIN READMISSIONS.— 
In promulgating regulations to carry out 
this subsection, with respect to discharges 
occurring after fiscal year 2018, the Sec-
retary may consider removal as a readmis-
sion of an admission that is classified within 
one or more of the following: transplants, 
end-stage renal disease, burns, trauma, psy-
chosis, or substance abuse. The Secretary 
may consider modifying measures under this 
subsection to remove readmissions at the 
same time as other changes are being made 
under this subparagraph.’’. 
SEC. 103. FIVE-YEAR EXTENSION OF THE RURAL 

COMMUNITY HOSPITAL DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 410A of the Medi-
care Prescription Drug, Improvement, and 
Modernization Act of 2003 (Public Law 108– 
173; 42 U.S.C. 1395ww note), as amended by 
sections 3123 and 10313 of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act (Public Law 
111–148), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(5), by striking ‘‘5-year 
extension period’’ and inserting ‘‘10-year ex-
tension period’’; and 

(2) in subsection (g)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘FIVE-YEAR’’ and inserting ‘‘TEN-YEAR’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘addi-

tional 5-year’’ and inserting ‘‘additional 10- 
year’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘5-year extension period’’ 
and inserting ‘‘10-year extension period’’ 
each place it appears; 

(D) in paragraph (4)(B)— 
(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by in-

serting ‘‘each 5-year period in’’ after ‘‘hos-
pital during’’; and 

(ii) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘each appli-
cable 5-year period in’’ after ‘‘the first day 
of’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(5) OTHER HOSPITALS IN DEMONSTRATION 
PROGRAM.—During the second 5 years of the 
10-year extension period, the Secretary shall 
apply the provisions of paragraph (4) to rural 
community hospitals that are not described 
in paragraph (4) but are participating in the 
demonstration program under this section as 
of December 30, 2014, in a similar manner as 
such provisions apply to rural community 
hospitals described in paragraph (4). 

‘‘(6) EXPANSION OF DEMONSTRATION PRO-
GRAM TO RURAL AREAS IN ANY STATE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
notwithstanding subsection (a)(2) or para-
graph (2) of this subsection, not later than 
120 days after the date of the enactment of 
this paragraph, issue a solicitation for appli-
cations to select up to the maximum number 
of additional rural community hospitals lo-
cated in any State to participate in the dem-
onstration program under this section for 
the second 5 years of the 10-year extension 
period without exceeding the limitation 
under paragraph (3) of this subsection. 

‘‘(B) PRIORITY.—In determining which 
rural community hospitals that submitted 
an application pursuant to the solicitation 
under subparagraph (A) to select for partici-
pation in the demonstration program, the 
Secretary— 

‘‘(i) shall give priority to rural community 
hospitals located in one of the 20 States with 
the lowest population densities (as deter-
mined by the Secretary using the 2015 Statis-
tical Abstract of the United States); and 

‘‘(ii) may consider— 
‘‘(I) closures of hospitals located in rural 

areas in the State in which the rural commu-
nity hospital is located during the 5-year pe-
riod immediately preceding the date of the 
enactment of this paragraph; and 

‘‘(II) the population density of the State in 
which the rural community hospital is lo-
cated.’’. 

(b) CHANGE IN TIMING FOR REPORT.—Sub-
section (e) of such section 410A is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Not later than 6 months 
after the completion of the demonstration 
program under this section’’ and inserting 
‘‘Not later than August 1, 2018’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘such program’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the demonstration program under this 
section’’. 
SEC. 104. REGULATORY RELIEF FOR LTCHS. 

(a) TECHNICAL CHANGE TO THE MEDICARE 
LONG-TERM CARE HOSPITAL MORATORIUM EX-
CEPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 114(d)(7) of the 
Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP Extension 
Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 1395ww note), as amend-
ed by sections 3106(b) and 10312(b) of Public 
Law 111–148, section 1206(b)(2) of the Pathway 
for SGR Reform Act of 2013 (division B of 
Public Law 113–67), and section 112 of the 
Protecting Access to Medicare Act of 2014, is 
amended by striking ‘‘The moratorium under 
paragraph (1)(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘Any mora-
torium under paragraph (1)’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect as if 
included in the enactment of section 112 of 
the Protecting Access to Medicare Act of 
2014. 

(b) MODIFICATION TO MEDICARE LONG-TERM 
CARE HOSPITAL HIGH COST OUTLIER PAY-
MENTS.—Section 1886(m) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(m)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(7) TREATMENT OF HIGH COST OUTLIER PAY-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(A) ADJUSTMENT TO THE STANDARD FED-
ERAL PAYMENT RATE FOR ESTIMATED HIGH 
COST OUTLIER PAYMENTS.—Under the system 
described in paragraph (1), for fiscal years 
beginning on or after October 1, 2017, the 
Secretary shall reduce the standard Federal 
payment rate as if the estimated aggregate 
amount of high cost outlier payments for 
standard Federal payment rate discharges 
for each such fiscal year would be equal to 8 
percent of estimated aggregate payments for 
standard Federal payment rate discharges 
for each such fiscal year. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION ON HIGH COST OUTLIER PAY-
MENT AMOUNTS.—Notwithstanding subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary shall set the fixed 
loss amount for high cost outlier payments 
such that the estimated aggregate amount of 
high cost outlier payments made for stand-
ard Federal payment rate discharges for fis-
cal years beginning on or after October 1, 
2017, shall be equal to 99.6875 percent of 8 per-
cent of estimated aggregate payments for 
standard Federal payment rate discharges 
for each such fiscal year. 

‘‘(C) WAIVER OF BUDGET NEUTRALITY.—Any 
reduction in payments resulting from the ap-
plication of subparagraph (B) shall not be 
taken into account in applying any budget 
neutrality provision under such system. 

‘‘(D) NO EFFECT ON SITE NEUTRAL HIGH COST 
OUTLIER PAYMENT RATE.—This paragraph 
shall not apply with respect to the computa-
tion of the applicable site neutral payment 
rate under paragraph (6).’’. 
SEC. 105. SAVINGS FROM IPPS MACRA PAY-FOR 

THROUGH NOT APPLYING DOCU-
MENTATION AND CODING ADJUST-
MENTS. 

Section 7(b)(1)(B)(iii) of the TMA, Absti-
nence Education, and QI Programs Extension 
Act of 2007 (Public Law 110–90), as amended 
by section 631(b) of the American Taxpayer 
Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 122–240) and 
section 414(1)(B)(iii) of the Medicare Access 
and CHIP Reauthorization Act of 2015 (Pub-
lic Law 114–10), is amended by striking ‘‘an 
increase of 0.5 percentage points for dis-
charges occurring during each of fiscal years 
2018 through 2023’’ and inserting ‘‘an increase 
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of 0.4590 percentage points for discharges oc-
curring during fiscal year 2018 and 0.5 per-
centage points for discharges occurring dur-
ing each of fiscal years 2019 through 2023’’. 

TITLE II—PROVISIONS RELATING TO 
MEDICARE PART B 

SEC. 201. CONTINUING MEDICARE PAYMENT 
UNDER HOPD PROSPECTIVE PAY-
MENT SYSTEM FOR SERVICES FUR-
NISHED BY MID-BUILD OFF-CAMPUS 
OUTPATIENT DEPARTMENTS OF 
PROVIDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1833(t)(21) of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395l(t)(21)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘clause (ii)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘the subsequent provisions of 
this subparagraph’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
clauses: 

‘‘(iii) DEEMED TREATMENT FOR 2017.—For 
purposes of applying clause (ii) with respect 
to applicable items and services furnished 
during 2017, a department of a provider (as so 
defined) not described in such clause is 
deemed to be billing under this subsection 
with respect to covered OPD services fur-
nished prior to November 2, 2015, if the Sec-
retary received from the provider prior to 
December 2, 2015, an attestation (pursuant to 
section 413.65(b)(3) of title 42 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations) that such department 
was a department of a provider (as so de-
fined). 

‘‘(iv) ALTERNATIVE EXCEPTION BEGINNING 
WITH 2018.—For purposes of paragraph 
(1)(B)(v) and this paragraph with respect to 
applicable items and services furnished dur-
ing 2018 or a subsequent year, the term ‘off- 
campus outpatient department of a provider’ 
also shall not include a department of a pro-
vider (as so defined) that is not described in 
clause (ii) if— 

‘‘(I) the Secretary receives from the pro-
vider an attestation (pursuant to such sec-
tion 413.65(b)(3)) not later than December 31, 
2016 (or, if later, 60 days after the date of the 
enactment of this clause), that such depart-
ment met the requirements of a department 
of a provider specified in section 413.65 of 
title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations; 

‘‘(II) the provider includes such depart-
ment as part of the provider on its enroll-
ment form in accordance with the enroll-
ment process under section 1866(j); and 

‘‘(III) the department met the mid-build 
requirement of clause (v) and the Secretary 
receives, not later than 60 days after the 
date of the enactment of this clause, from 
the chief executive officer or chief operating 
officer of the provider a written certification 
that the department met such requirement. 

‘‘(v) MID-BUILD REQUIREMENT DESCRIBED.— 
The mid-build requirement of this clause is, 
with respect to a department of a provider, 
that before November 2, 2015, the provider 
had a binding written agreement with an 
outside unrelated party for the actual con-
struction of such department. 

‘‘(vii) AUDIT.—Not later than December 31, 
2018, the Secretary shall audit the compli-
ance with requirements of clause (iv) with 
respect to each department of a provider to 
which such clause applies. If the Secretary 
finds as a result of an audit under this clause 
that the applicable requirements were not 
met with respect to such department, the de-
partment shall not be excluded from the 
term ‘off-campus outpatient department of a 
provider’ under such clause. 

‘‘(viii) IMPLEMENTATION.—For purposes of 
implementing clauses (iii) through (vii): 

‘‘(I) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Secretary may implement such 
clauses by program instruction or otherwise. 

‘‘(II) Subchapter I of chapter 35 of title 44, 
United States Code, shall not apply. 

‘‘(III) For purposes of carrying out this 
subparagraph with respect to clauses (iii) 
and (iv) (and clause (vii) insofar as it relates 
to clause (iv)), $10,000,000 shall be available 
from the Federal Supplementary Medical In-
surance Trust Fund under section 1841, to re-
main available until December 31, 2018.’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by adding at the 
end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) The determination of an audit under 
subparagraph (B)(vii).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall be effective as if 
included in the enactment of section 603 of 
the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015 (Public 
Law 114–74). 
SEC. 202. TREATMENT OF CANCER HOSPITALS IN 

OFF-CAMPUS OUTPATIENT DEPART-
MENT OF A PROVIDER POLICY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1833(t)(21)(B) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395l(t)(21)(B)), as amended by section 201(a), 
is amended— 

(1) by inserting after clause (v) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(vi) EXCLUSION FOR CERTAIN CANCER HOS-
PITALS.—For purposes of paragraph (1)(B)(v) 
and this paragraph with respect to applicable 
items and services furnished during 2017 or a 
subsequent year, the term ‘off-campus out-
patient department of a provider’ also shall 
not include a department of a provider (as so 
defined) that is not described in clause (ii) if 
the provider is a hospital described in sec-
tion 1886(d)(1)(B)(v) and— 

‘‘(I) in the case of a department that met 
the requirements of section 413.65 of title 42 
of the Code of Federal Regulations after No-
vember 1, 2015, and before the date of the en-
actment of this clause, the Secretary re-
ceives from the provider an attestation that 
such department met such requirements not 
later than 60 days after such date of enact-
ment; or 

‘‘(II) in the case of a department that 
meets such requirements after such date of 
enactment, the Secretary receives from the 
provider an attestation that such depart-
ment meets such requirements not later 
than 60 days after the date such require-
ments are first met with respect to such de-
partment.’’; 

(2) in clause (vii), by inserting after the 
first sentence the following: ‘‘Not later than 
2 years after the date the Secretary receives 
an attestation under clause (vi) relating to 
compliance of a department of a provider 
with requirements referred to in such clause, 
the Secretary shall audit the compliance 
with such requirements with respect to the 
department.’’; and 

(3) in clause (viii)(III), by adding at the end 
the following: ‘‘For purposes of carrying out 
this subparagraph with respect to clause (vi) 
(and clause (vii) insofar as it relates to such 
clause), $2,000,000 shall be available from the 
Federal Supplementary Medical Insurance 
Trust Fund under section 1841, to remain 
available until expended.’’. 

(b) OFFSETTING SAVINGS.—Section 
1833(t)(18) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395l(t)(18)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, sub-
ject to subparagraph (C),’’ after ‘‘shall’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) TARGET PCR ADJUSTMENT.—In applying 
section 419.43(i) of title 42 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations to implement the appro-
priate adjustment under this paragraph for 
services furnished on or after January 1, 2018, 
the Secretary shall use a target PCR that is 
1.0 percentage points less than the target 
PCR that would otherwise apply. In addition 
to the percentage point reduction under the 
previous sentence, the Secretary may con-
sider making an additional percentage point 
reduction to such target PCR that takes into 

account payment rates for applicable items 
and services described in paragraph (21)(C) 
other than for services furnished by hos-
pitals described in section 1886(d)(1)(B)(v). In 
making any budget neutrality adjustments 
under this subsection for 2018 or a subse-
quent year, the Secretary shall not take into 
account the reduced expenditures that result 
from the application of this subparagraph.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall be effective as if 
included in the enactment of section 603 of 
the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015 (Public 
Law 114–74). 
SEC. 203. TREATMENT OF ELIGIBLE PROFES-

SIONALS IN AMBULATORY SURGICAL 
CENTERS FOR MEANINGFUL USE 
AND MIPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1848(a)(7)(D) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w– 
4(a)(7)(D)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘HOSPITAL-BASED ELIGIBLE 
PROFESSIONALS’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘No payment’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘HOSPITAL-BASED AND AMBULATORY SURGICAL 
CENTER-BASED ELIGIBLE PROFESSIONALS.— 

‘‘(i) HOSPITAL-BASED.—No payment’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

clauses: 
‘‘(ii) AMBULATORY SURGICAL CENTER- 

BASED.—Subject to clause (iv), no payment 
adjustment may be made under subpara-
graph (A) for 2017 and 2018 in the case of an 
eligible professional with respect to whom 
substantially all of the covered professional 
services furnished by such professional are 
furnished in an ambulatory surgical center. 

‘‘(iii) DETERMINATION.—The determination 
of whether an eligible professional is an eli-
gible professional described in clause (ii) 
may be made on the basis of— 

‘‘(I) the site of service (as defined by the 
Secretary); or 

‘‘(II) an attestation submitted by the eligi-
ble professional. 
Determinations made under subclauses (I) 
and (II) shall be made without regard to any 
employment or billing arrangement between 
the eligible professional and any other sup-
plier or provider of services. 

‘‘(iv) SUNSET.—Clause (ii) shall no longer 
apply as of the first year that begins more 
than 3 years after the date on which the Sec-
retary determines, through notice and com-
ment rulemaking, that certified EHR tech-
nology applicable to the ambulatory surgical 
center setting is available.’’. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION OF CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS UNDER MIPS.—Section 
1848(o)(2)(D) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395w–4(o)(2)(D)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘The 
provisions of subparagraphs (B) and (D) of 
subsection (a)(7), including the application of 
clause (iv) of such subparagraph (D), shall 
apply to assessments of MIPS eligible profes-
sionals under subsection (q) with respect to 
the performance category described in sub-
section (q)(2)(A)(iv) in a manner similar to 
the manner in which such provisions apply 
with respect to payment adjustments made 
under subsection (a)(7)(A).’’. 
TITLE III—OTHER MEDICARE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 301. DELAY IN AUTHORITY TO TERMINATE 

CONTRACTS FOR MEDICARE ADVAN-
TAGE PLANS FAILING TO ACHIEVE 
MINIMUM QUALITY RATINGS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Consistent with the studies 
provided under the IMPACT Act of 2014 (Pub-
lic Law 113–185), it is the intent of Congress— 

(1) to continue to study and request input 
on the effects of socioeconomic status and 
dual-eligible populations on the Medicare 
Advantage STARS rating system before re-
forming such system with the input of stake-
holders; and 

(2) pending the results of such studies and 
input, to provide for a temporary delay in 
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authority of the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services (CMS) to terminate Medicare 
Advantage plan contracts solely on the basis 
of performance of plans under the STARS 
rating system. 

(b) DELAY IN MA CONTRACT TERMINATION 
AUTHORITY FOR PLANS FAILING TO ACHIEVE 
MINIMUM QUALITY RATINGS.—Section 1857(h) 
of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w– 
27(h)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) DELAY IN CONTRACT TERMINATION AU-
THORITY FOR PLANS FAILING TO ACHIEVE MIN-
IMUM QUALITY RATING.—During the period be-
ginning on the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph and through the end of plan year 
2018, the Secretary may not terminate a con-
tract under this section with respect to the 
offering of an MA plan by a Medicare Advan-
tage organization solely because the MA 
plan has failed to achieve a minimum qual-
ity rating under the 5-star rating system 
under section 1853(o)(4).’’. 
SEC. 302. REQUIREMENT FOR ENROLLMENT 

DATA REPORTING FOR MEDICARE. 
Section 1874 of the Social Security Act (42 

U.S.C. 1395kk) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) REQUIREMENT FOR ENROLLMENT DATA 
REPORTING.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each year (beginning 
with 2016), the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Ways and Means and Energy 
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate a report on Medicare enrollment data 
(and, in the case of part A, on data on indi-
viduals receiving benefits under such part) as 
of a date in such year specified by the Sec-
retary. Such data shall be presented— 

‘‘(A) by Congressional district and State; 
and 

‘‘(B) in a manner that provides for such 
data based on— 

‘‘(i) fee-for-service enrollment (as defined 
in paragraph (2)); 

‘‘(ii) enrollment under part C (including 
separate for aggregate enrollment in MA–PD 
plans and aggregate enrollment in MA plans 
that are not MA–PD plans); and 

‘‘(iii) enrollment under part D. 
‘‘(2) FEE-FOR-SERVICE ENROLLMENT DE-

FINED.—For purpose of paragraph (1)(B)(i), 
the term ‘fee-for-service enrollment’ means 
aggregate enrollment (including receipt of 
benefits other than through enrollment) 
under— 

‘‘(A) part A only; 
‘‘(B) part B only; and 
‘‘(C) both part A and part B.’’. 

SEC. 303. UPDATING THE WELCOME TO MEDI-
CARE PACKAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 12 months 
after the last day of the period for the re-
quest of information described in subsection 
(b), the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall, taking into consideration in-
formation collected pursuant to subsection 
(b), update the information included in the 
Welcome to Medicare package to include in-
formation, presented in a clear and simple 
manner, about options for receiving benefits 
under the Medicare program under title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395 et seq.), including through the original 
medicare fee-for-service program under parts 
A and B of such title (42 U.S.C. 1395c et seq., 
42 U.S.C. 1395j et seq.), Medicare Advantage 
plans under part C of such title (42 U.S.C. 
1395w–21 et seq.), and prescription drug plans 
under part D of such title (42 U.S.C. 1395w–101 
et seq.)). The Secretary shall make subse-
quent updates to the information included in 
the Welcome to Medicare package as appro-
priate. 

(b) REQUEST FOR INFORMATION.—Not later 
than six months after the date of the enact-

ment of this Act, the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services shall request informa-
tion, including recommendations, from 
stakeholders (including patient advocates, 
issuers, and employers) on information in-
cluded in the Welcome to Medicare package, 
including pertinent data and information re-
garding enrollment and coverage for Medi-
care eligible individuals. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) and the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 5273. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Today I rise in support of H.R. 5273, 

the Helping Hospitals Improve Patient 
Care Act, or ‘‘HIP-C’’ Act. This bill 
truly represents a bipartisan effort, 
and I want to thank the distinguished 
gentleman from Washington State (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) for working with me on 
this bill. The bill also fully represents 
what the Speaker has often called true 
regular order. 

Prior to introducing H.R. 5273, the 
Ways and Means Committee held three 
hearings on topics included in the bill 
during the 114th Congress, and the 
committee recently marked up the bill 
in a unanimous way. 

H.R. 5273 strikes the right balance of 
preserving site-neutral payment pol-
icy, which I support, and providing es-
sential relief for hospitals that were 
caught up in this policy change from 
last year’s budget deal. Specifically, 
this bill helps many hospitals around 
the country and in my State of Ohio, 
including a facility by OhioHealth and 
Nationwide Children’s Hospital that 
was started a year ago, last summer, 
and will benefit from full outpatient 
payments under the bill, as they had 
planned to when they dug the hole for 
their facility. 

Further, the James Cancer Hospital, 
part of my alma mater at Ohio State 
University, will have their cancer des-
ignation protected under the bill, along 
with other designated cancer centers. 

The bill also touches on three very 
important themes in the Medicare pro-
gram: One, giving providers regulatory 
relief; two, ensuring access in rural 
areas; and three, protecting Medicare 
beneficiaries’ access to that important 
service that people like my mom and 
dad count on. 

Under the topic of regulatory relief, 
we have included three Ways and 
Means member priorities: 

Representative DIANE BLACK’s bill 
that provides physicians who primarily 
practice medicine in ambulatory sur-

gical centers relief in the electronic 
health records program; Representa-
tive VERN BUCHANAN’s bill, ensuring 
full access to Medicare advantage 
plans; and finally, Representative MIKE 
KELLY’s bill requiring fair and trans-
parent reporting by congressional dis-
trict on the enrollment of beneficiaries 
in both the traditional fee-for-service 
Medicare and Medicare Advantage pro-
grams. All of these priorities have pre-
viously passed the House during the 
114th Session. 

Under the topic of access in rural 
areas, the bill allows for continuation 
and expansion of participation in the 
Rural Community Hospital Demonstra-
tion Program. Championed by my col-
leagues, Senator GRASSLEY in the Sen-
ate and Chairman DON YOUNG in the 
House, this policy is a continuation 
from the Medicare Modernization Act 
of 2003. 

Under the topic of beneficiary access 
in Medicare, the bill requires the Sec-
retary to revise the pre-Medicare eligi-
bility notification, adding greater 
transparency for beneficiaries, which 
was led by my colleagues, Dr. 
MCDERMOTT and Representative PAT 
MEEHAN. 

Finally, the bill includes two impor-
tant Member priorities that advance 
important Medicare hospital issues. 
The first requires the Secretary to en-
sure there is proper adjustment for so-
cioeconomic factors. The gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. RENACCI) has cham-
pioned this issue for some time. Rep-
resentative JIM RENACCI’s policy en-
sures that the hospital readmissions 
program provides an apples-to-apples 
comparison based on the specific pa-
tient population a hospital treats. 

The second priority, led by our 
Speaker, PAUL RYAN, is the establish-
ment of a crosswalk of hospital codes. 
Back when Speaker RYAN was the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, he actively pursued Medicare 
hospital issues. His crosswalk is an im-
portant building block of a future sys-
tem that promises to streamline the 
operation of hospital services. 

I encourage my colleagues to pass 
this legislation, send it to the Senate, 
and let’s get this to the President’s 
desk. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise today in support of the Helping 
Hospitals Improve Patient Care Act. 
This bill makes important changes 
that will help hospitals continue to 
provide high-quality care to patients as 
they implement the recent payment re-
forms. This is bipartisan legislation 
unique in itself that I am happy to 
have introduced with the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI). 

I thank the chairman for his willing-
ness to collaborate on this bill. I also 
thank the staff of the Ways and Means 
Committee for their hard work in help-
ing us come to an agreement on lan-
guage that Members of both parties 
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can fully support. This final bill isn’t 
perfect, but it is truly a bipartisan 
product that reflects the spirit of com-
promise. 

Whenever we head back to our dis-
tricts, we all hear from our hospitals 
about the effects that our policies are 
having back home. Although we made 
a smart change to hospital payments 
when we passed the Bipartisan Budget 
Act last year, we are beginning to rec-
ognize the unintended consequences of 
the legislation. We did not really ex-
pect everything that is happening. 

Many hospitals that were in the proc-
ess of constructing outpatient depart-
ments will be hit with unexpected pay-
ment cuts due to the BBA. In addition, 
many cancer hospitals would be 
harmed by the new payment rules. This 
bill fixes these problems in a narrowly 
tailored way that doesn’t undermine 
the goals of the BBA. 

Moving forward, hospitals will no 
longer be encouraged to consolidate by 
buying up physician practices for the 
purpose of billing Medicare at an in-
flated rate. This is a good policy that is 
consistent with the recommendations 
of a GAO report that was released last 
year. But facilities that were under de-
velopment when we passed the BBA, as 
well as cancer hospitals, will be pro-
tected from these changes. This isn’t a 
giveaway to hospitals. The industry 
will pay the full cost. 

In addition, this bill makes refine-
ments to the readmissions reduction 
program. To ensure that hospitals that 
serve a large number of low-income pa-
tients are not unfairly penalized, the 
bill will require CMS to make apples- 
to-apples comparisons between similar 
facilities. As we await additional data 
that will soon be available thanks to 
the IMPACT Act, this will ensure that 
the hospitals are not hit with 
undeserved penalties due to a flawed 
methodology. 

Finally, I am happy that we are also 
able to come to an agreement on a bi-
partisan improvement to the bene-
ficiary enrollment process. Each year, 
thousands of people enroll in Medicare; 
and thanks to this bill, seniors will 
have more information about their 
benefit options when they become eli-
gible for Medicare. Providing complete 
and easy-to-understand information is 
critical. The decisions that bene-
ficiaries make when they enroll in 
Medicare have serious, long-term im-
plications, including a potential life-
time penalty if they fail to sign up for 
part B. This bill will also help bene-
ficiaries make informed decisions by 
improving the Welcome to Medicare 
package. 

I, again, thank my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle for working to-
gether on this bill. I am pleased we 
were able to craft a bipartisan com-
promise, and I look forward to con-
tinuing to work together on these and 
other important issues in the weeks 
ahead. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Alaska 
(Mr. YOUNG). 

(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 
first I want to thank Chairman TIBERI 
for his kind work. We will miss the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT), and I thank him for this 
bipartisan effort because this is a good 
bill and I strongly support it. 

This measure includes many impor-
tant provisions as you have spoken 
about. But especially important to 
Alaska is section 103 language from 
legislation, H.R. 672, a 5-year extension 
of the Rural Community Hospital Dem-
onstration Program. This demonstra-
tion program has worked well and has 
come to the aid of seniors in Alaska 
and healthcare providers across rural 
America. 

Congress created the program to pro-
vide increased Medicare reimburse-
ments for hospitals across the Nation 
that are too large to be considered 
Critical Access Hospitals, but too small 
to be supported by traditional low 
Medicare margins on inpatient serv-
ices. 
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This program has helped three hos-
pitals in Alaska: Central Peninsula of 
Soldotna, the Bartlett Regional Hos-
pital in Juneau, and Mt. Edgecumbe in 
Sitka. These hospitals serve a wide va-
riety of patients all across those vast 
areas. 

I do believe this is one of the better 
bipartisan efforts. Go back to the old 
days when we accomplished things to-
gether by talking with one another. It 
is vital we pass this bipartisan legisla-
tion and that the Senate act on it. I 
would suggest, respectfully, to both my 
chairman and ranking member, let’s 
talk to the Senate and see if we can’t 
get something done. Four hundred bills 
over there is wrong. This is one that 
shouldn’t be hung up. 

I urge all my colleagues to support 
the passage of this legislation. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS). 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to commend and con-
gratulate Chairman TIBERI and Rank-
ing Member MCDERMOTT for having put 
together an outstanding piece of legis-
lation. While we applaud it for being 
bipartisan, I applaud it because it is 
good. It actually helps to meet needs 
that exist. It protects hospitals and 
gives them the opportunity to provide 
a better level of patient care. 

I attended, just last week, the open-
ing of an outpatient center that St. 
Bernard Hospital in the Englewood 
community of Chicago had put to-
gether. Of course, everybody in the 
community was there because every-
body recognized that inner-city hos-
pitals, disproportionate share hos-
pitals, and medical centers that are 

complex need all of the protection that 
they can get, and we need to have a 
better understanding of readmission 
policies and practices and why some 
are different than others. 

These gentlemen have put together a 
piece of legislation that all of us can be 
proud of. I strongly support it and 
thank them for their diligence, for 
their cooperation, and for their tre-
mendous efforts to do a good bill. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from north-
eastern Ohio (Mr. RENACCI), a good 
friend, an important member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and a 
leader on the readmission policy deal-
ing with hospitalization. 

Mr. RENACCI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 5273, the Helping Hos-
pitals Improve Patient Care Act of 
2016. I want to thank Chairman BRADY 
and my good friend and colleague, Sub-
committee Chairman TIBERI, for all 
their great work to advance this bill, 
which addresses many concerns in pay-
ments to hospitals, and especially out-
patient departments. 

I heard from many of the hospitals in 
northeast Ohio, including MetroHealth, 
about the impact this payment policy 
had on their new facility. I am happy 
we are able to correct these issues for 
those facilities already under construc-
tion. 

I also want to thank my colleague 
from Ohio for including my bill, H.R. 
1343—the Establishing Beneficiary Eq-
uity in Hospital Readmission Pro-
gram—in the underlying legislation. 
The Hospital Readmission Program 
was created due to concerns that too 
few resources were being spent on re-
ducing acute care hospital readmis-
sions. 

While we do want to make sure hos-
pitals are reducing acute care readmis-
sions, we also want to make sure we 
are not disproportionately penalizing 
those who see a large number of our 
most vulnerable patient populations, 
especially those teaching hospitals who 
see a large number of dual-eligible 
beneficiaries, low-income seniors, or 
young people with disabilities who are 
eligible for both Medicare and Medicaid 
who would have been unintentionally 
hurt under the current program. 

Again, I want to thank the chairman 
for working with me on this readmis-
sion component of this bill, but also all 
of the other important provisions in-
cluded in this legislation. These are 
commonsense, bipartisan reforms to 
improve our healthcare system. 

I urge all Members to support the 
Helping Hospitals Improve Patient 
Care Act of 2016. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume to tell 
you a little bit about some of the hos-
pital networks in my State of Ohio. 
Mr. RENACCI talked about some in 
northeastern Ohio that support this 
legislation. Let me just name a few 
hospitals in my State of Ohio that are 
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supportive of this legislation: Aultman, 
headquartered in his district in Can-
ton; the Cleveland Clinic, Kettering 
Health Network in the Dayton area; 
Mercy Canton Sisters of Charity; 
MetroHealth System in Cleveland; 
OhioHealth, headquartered in Colum-
bus; Ohio State University Wexner 
Medical Center in Columbus; the Uni-
versity of Cincinnati Health System in 
Cincinnati; and University Hospitals, 
headquartered in Cleveland. As was 
mentioned, this legislation passed the 
Committee on Ways and Means in a bi-
partisan manner. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, oc-
casionally we have an extra minute on 
the floor, and it makes sense to ac-
knowledge some people that we trust 
and rely upon and we don’t ever men-
tion, so I would like to just say thank 
you to the Democratic staff: Sarah 
Levin, Melanie Egorin, Daniel Foster, 
JC Cannon, and Daniel Jackson; on the 
Republican side: Emily Murry, Lisa 
Grabert, Nick Uehlecke, Taylor Trott; 
to the staff at the CMS who helped put 
this bill together: Ira Burney, Anne 
Scott, Lisa Yen. And to the staff at 
legislative counsel: Ed Grossman—Ed 
has been there for as long as I have 
been here, so any bill that gets out of 
here without Ed looking at it is a pret-
ty rare bill—and Jessica Shapiro is his 
assistant. 

The Congressional Budget Office gets 
in on these deals as well: Tom Bradley, 
Lori Housman, Kevin McNellis, and 
Jamease Kowalczyk. I am from Chi-
cago. I should be able to pronounce a 
Polish name. We appreciate their hard 
work. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, let me just 
close by saying thank you to Dr. 
MCDERMOTT. It has been enjoyable to 
work with his team, led by Amy, and 
we appreciate the bipartisanship. You 
mentioned all those names—stole my 
thunder—Emily and her team, and my 
staff, Whitney Koch Daffner and Abi-
gail Finn, too, for yeoman’s work. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a unanimous 
vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today in support of H.R. 5273, the Helping 
Hospitals Improve Patient Care Act of 2016. 

First, I’d like to thank Chairman TIBERI and 
Ranking Member MCDERMOTT for their leader-
ship on this important legislation. 

At the Ways and Means Committee, we are 
working to deliver health care solutions that 
will expand access, increase choices, and im-
prove the quality of care for the American peo-
ple. 

The Helping Hospitals Improve Patient Care 
Act helps advance all three of those goals. 
And the bill does so in a fiscally responsible 
manner that helps strengthen and preserve 
Medicare for the long-term. 

At its core, our bipartisan legislation is about 
supporting the delivery of high-quality, afford-
able care to families and seniors throughout 
the country. It will especially help people who 
live in low-income and rural communities. 

Our bill includes straightforward solutions to 
help hospitals and health care providers tran-
sition to—and preserve—the new site-neutral 
payment policies. This will give providers the 
certainty they need to best serve their pa-
tients, now and into the future. 

This bill is an excellent illustration of what 
we can accomplish through regular order. It’s 
the product of many innovative solutions, pro-
posed by many members on both sides of the 
aisle. 

The solutions in this bill will make a real dif-
ference when it comes to the delivery of high- 
quality care for the people of our districts. 

In fact, the University of Texas’ MD Ander-
son Cancer Center located in Houston has al-
ready embraced this bill. MD Anderson offi-
cials said, ‘‘This ensures our ability to continue 
providing the highest quality and level of can-
cer care to patients in the communities we 
serve.’’ 

And MD Anderson is just one of many hos-
pitals and cancer treatment centers throughout 
the country that we help with H.R. 5273. 

This bill is particularly personal for me be-
cause it builds from the hospital discussion 
draft I released as Health Subcommittee 
Chairman back in November 2014. 

In the Helping Hospitals Improve Patient 
Care Act, we push forward two critical building 
blocks of that discussion draft. 

First, Speaker RYAN’s crosswalk bill that 
better coordinates care between inpatient and 
outpatient settings. 

Second, Congressman JIM RENACCI’s read-
mission policy, which helps hospitals in low-in-
come communities serve their patients. 

There are still many policies from our hos-
pital discussion draft that are worthy of de-
bate. We’ll continue to work with Members 
and stakeholders to pursue additional reforms 
that make our health care system work better 
for patients and providers in our communities. 

I’m grateful to all the members—on and off 
our committee—who worked hard to craft and 
advance the Helping Hospitals Improve Pa-
tient Care Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 5273, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SUPPORTING GOAL OF ENSURING 
ALL HOLOCAUST VICTIMS LIVE 
WITH DIGNITY, COMFORT, AND 
SECURITY 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res 
129), expressing support for the goal of 
ensuring that all Holocaust victims 
live with dignity, comfort, and security 
in their remaining years, and urging 
the Federal Republic of Germany to re-
affirm its commitment to this goal 
through a financial commitment to 
comprehensively address the unique 
health and welfare needs of vulnerable 
Holocaust victims, including home 
care and other medically prescribed 
needs, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 129 
Whereas the annihilation of 6,000,000 Jews 

during the Holocaust and the murder of mil-
lions of others by the Nazi German state 
constitutes one of the most tragic and hei-
nous crimes in human history; 

Whereas hundreds of thousands of Jews 
survived persecution by the Nazi regime de-
spite being imprisoned, subjected to slave 
labor, moved into ghettos, forced to live in 
hiding or under false identity, forced to live 
under curfew, or required to wear the ‘‘yel-
low star’’; 

Whereas in fear of the oncoming Nazi 
Einsatzgruppen (‘‘Nazi Killing Squads’’) and 
the likelihood of extermination, hundreds of 
thousands of Jewish Nazi victims fled for 
their lives; 

Whereas whatever type of persecution suf-
fered by Jews during the Holocaust, the com-
mon thread that binds these Holocaust vic-
tims is that they were targeted for extermi-
nation and that they lived with a constant 
fear for their lives and the lives of their 
loved ones; 

Whereas Holocaust victims immigrated to 
the United States from Europe, the Middle 
East and North Africa, and the former Soviet 
Union from 1933 to today; 

Whereas it is estimated that there are at 
least 100,000 Holocaust victims living in the 
United States and approximately 500,000 liv-
ing around the world today, including child 
survivors; 

Whereas tens of thousands of Holocaust 
victims are in their 80s or 90s or are more 
than 100 years in age, and the number of Hol-
ocaust victims is diminishing; 

Whereas at least 50 percent of Holocaust 
victims alive today will pass away within 
the next decade, and those alive are becom-
ing frailer and have increasing health and 
welfare needs; 

Whereas Holocaust victims throughout the 
world continue to suffer from permanent 
physical and psychological injuries and dis-
abilities and live with the emotional scars of 
this systematic genocide against the Jewish 
people; 

Whereas many of the emotional and psy-
chological scars of Holocaust victims are ex-
acerbated in their old age, the past haunts 
and overwhelms many aspects of their lives 
when their health fails them; 

Whereas Holocaust victims suffer par-
ticular trauma when their emotional and 
physical circumstances force them to leave 
the security of their own home and enter in-
stitutional or other group living residential 
facilities; 

Whereas tens of thousands of Holocaust 
victims live in poverty, cannot afford and do 
not receive sufficient medical care, home 
care, mental health care, medicine, food, 
transportation, and other vital life-sus-
taining services that allow them to live their 
final years with comfort and dignity; 

Whereas Holocaust victims often lack fam-
ily support networks and require social 
worker-supported case management in order 
to manage their daily lives and access gov-
ernment funded services; 

Whereas in response to a letter sent by 
Members of Congress to Germany’s Minister 
of Finance in December 2015 regarding in-
creased funding for Holocaust victims, Ger-
man officials acknowledged that ‘‘recent ex-
perience has shown that the care financed by 
the German Government to date is insuffi-
cient’’ and that ‘‘it is imperative to expand 
these assistance measures quickly given the 
advanced age of many of the affected per-
sons’’; 
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Whereas German Chancellor Konrad Ade-

nauer acknowledged in 1951 Germany’s re-
sponsibility to provide moral and financial 
compensation to Holocaust victims world-
wide; 

Whereas every successive German Chan-
cellor has reaffirmed this position, including 
Chancellor Angela Merkel, who in 2007 re-
affirmed that ‘‘only by fully accepting its en-
during responsibility for this most appalling 
period and for the cruelest crimes in its his-
tory, can Germany shape the future’’; 

Whereas in 2015 Chancellor Merkel’s 
spokesperson again confirmed ‘‘all Germans 
know the history of the murderous race 
mania of the Nazis that led to the break with 
civilization that was the Holocaust. . . we 
know that responsibility for this crime 
against humanity is German and very much 
our own’’; and 

Whereas Congress believes it is Germany’s 
moral and historical responsibility to com-
prehensively, permanently, and urgently 
provide the resources for all Holocaust vic-
tims’ medical, mental health, and long-term 
care needs: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That Congress— 

(1) acknowledges the financial and moral 
commitment of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many over the past seven decades to provide 
a measure of justice for Holocaust victims; 

(2) supports the goal of ensuring that all 
Holocaust victims in the United States and 
around the world are able to live with dig-
nity, comfort, and security in their remain-
ing years; 

(3) applauds the nonprofit organizations 
and agencies that work tirelessly to honor 
and assist Holocaust victims in their com-
munities; 

(4) acknowledges the ongoing process of ne-
gotiations between the Federal Republic of 
Germany and the Conference on Jewish Ma-
terial Claims Against Germany (Claims Con-
ference) in order to secure funding for Holo-
caust victims and for vital social services 
provided through nonprofit organizations 
and agencies around the world; 

(5) acknowledges that the Federal Republic 
of Germany and the Claims Conference have 
established a new high-level working group 
that will develop proposals for extensive as-
sistance for homecare and other social wel-
fare needs of Holocaust victims; 

(6) urges the working group to recognize 
the imperative of immediately and fully 
funding victims’ medical, mental health, and 
long-term care needs and to do so with full 
transparency and accountability to ensure 
all funds for Holocaust victims from the Fed-
eral Republic of Germany are administered 
efficiently, fairly, and without delay; and 

(7) urges the Federal Republic of Germany 
to continue to reaffirm its commitment and 
fulfill its moral responsibility to Holocaust 
victims by ensuring that every Holocaust 
victim receives all of the prescribed medical 
care, home care, mental health care, and 
other vital services necessary to live in dig-
nity and by providing, without delay, addi-
tional financial resources to address the 
unique needs of Holocaust victims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) and the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 

include extraneous material on this 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, first I would like to 
thank my good friend and south Flor-
ida colleague, Mr. TED DEUTCH, for his 
work on this resolution and for co-
introducing it together. It is an impor-
tant resolution, Mr. Speaker. I also 
want to thank our chairman, Chairman 
ROYCE, and the ranking member, Mr. 
ENGEL, for always working in a bipar-
tisan manner, for recognizing the im-
portance of this resolution, and for 
moving this bill out of our Committee 
on Foreign Affairs in an expeditious 
manner. 

This resolution, simply put, Mr. 
Speaker, urges Germany to honor its 
moral and historical obligations to 
Holocaust survivors and to provide for 
their unmet needs immediately and 
comprehensively. I know that for Mr. 
DEUTCH and for me, this is an issue 
that deeply impacts many of our con-
stituents in south Florida. 

There are just over 500,000 Holocaust 
survivors worldwide. About a quarter 
of that number live right here in the 
United States, with over 15,000 living in 
our south Florida communities, Mr. 
Speaker. I have had the honor and 
privilege to work closely with sur-
vivors from south Florida, many of 
whom I have come to call dear friends: 
my friends David Mermelstein, David 
Schaecter, Herbie Karliner, Joe Sachs, 
and Alex Gross; and Jack Rubin, who 
has testified before Congress on issues 
related to Holocaust survivors, includ-
ing a hearing that I chaired alongside 
Mr. DEUTCH in the year 2014. 

There are also many more to thank, 
those who have made justice for Holo-
caust survivors their life’s work, indi-
viduals like Sam Dubbin, Mark Talis-
man, and the list goes on and on, Mr. 
Speaker. 

It has been my close relationship 
with these individuals that has really 
helped me to understand the realities 
that survivors have endured during hu-
manity’s darkest period and, unfortu-
nately, the sad reality that they face 
today—today—Mr. Speaker, especially 
when it comes to their home 
healthcare needs, to their mental 
health needs, to their medical care 
needs. 

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, that 
nearly half of all survivors worldwide 
live at or below the poverty level? 
After going through what is almost in-
describable horror, these survivors are 
living at or below the poverty level. 
Many survivors are unable to maintain 
even a modest and dignified standard of 
living: they lack funds for home care; 
they don’t have the money for medi-
cine; they don’t have the funds for 
food; they can’t pay the utilities; and 
they can’t pay their rent. As Jack 

Rubin said before our subcommittee in 
the year 2014: the existing system has 
fallen tragically short of what sur-
vivors need and deserve. 

The current funding and care deliv-
ery systems are difficult for survivors 
to access, and they are severely under-
funded. That is why it is so important 
that we pass this resolution and urge 
our friends in Germany, our good part-
ners in Germany, to honor the obliga-
tions and the commitments that they 
have made to provide for the needs of 
Holocaust survivors. 

German Governments have provided 
some support through income assist-
ance programs and have doubled fund-
ing for home care services in the past 5 
years, so they are trying. They want to 
do better. In fact, even by Germany’s 
own admission, the care financed by 
the German Government to date has 
been insufficient for those in need of 
intensive long-term care. 

Mr. Speaker, because of the horrors 
that these survivors have endured and 
the emotional and physical scars they 
continue to carry with them, their 
medical, mental, and home care needs 
are far more complex, far more exten-
sive than those of other elderly individ-
uals. 
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These survivors have endured the 
torture; they have endured the labor 
camps, experiments, the loss of loved 
ones, and even the loss of entire fami-
lies. We owe these survivors the oppor-
tunity to live out the remainder of 
their days in the dignity and comfort 
they deserve. 

Germany owes it to the survivors to 
alleviate and end the continuing inju-
ries inflicted by the Nazi regime by 
finding a way to provide for all of their 
medical, mental health, and home care 
needs, directly and without delay. 

I urge my colleagues to join Mr. 
DEUTCH and to join me in urging Ger-
many to do the right thing, because 
time is of the essence. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of this resolution. 
And I thank Chairman ROYCE and 
Ranking Member ENGEL for moving so 
quickly to pass this resolution through 
committee and bring it to the floor, be-
cause time is, sadly, very much of the 
essence. 

Today we will vote on H. Con. Res. 
129, which calls upon Germany to fully 
fund the needs of aging Holocaust sur-
vivors. I want to thank my friend, 
Chairman Emeritus ROS-LEHTINEN, for 
her steadfast leadership and for her 
longstanding commitment to cham-
pioning the needs of Holocaust sur-
vivors. 

More than anything else, I want to 
thank the survivors in south Florida 
and throughout the Nation. You are 
my constituents, my friends, and my 
heroes. This includes Jack Rubin, 
whose tireless advocacy through trips 
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to Washington to educate and testify 
in Congress shaped this very effort; and 
Norman Frajman, whose dedication to 
educating students in our own commu-
nity helped ensure that they will never 
forget. 

My friend, Congresswoman ROS- 
LEHTINEN, mentioned so many of the 
people that she is so close to. I want to 
thank her for giving me the oppor-
tunity and the blessing of getting to 
know and spend time with David 
Schaecter, David Mermelstein, and 
others. 

It breaks my heart that today in the 
United States there are tens of thou-
sands of survivors who live in poverty 
and cannot afford, and thus do not re-
ceive, sufficient medical care, home 
care, and other vital life-sustaining 
services. 

Today we have an opportunity to 
send a clear message that these sur-
vivors, who made it through the dark-
est time in history, deserve to live out 
their lives with the dignity that they 
are so worthy of and have long been 
promised. 

Some of my colleagues might won-
der: Why is this resolution needed? 

It is simple: Holocaust survivors are 
not receiving the care that they need. 

For decades, the German Govern-
ment has remained committed to fund-
ing survivor needs. This is something I 
know Chancellor Merkel cares a great 
deal about, as she has reaffirmed that 
commitment. But the survivor popu-
lation is aging into their eighties, their 
nineties, and hundreds. Their needs are 
greater. 

Unfortunately, despite the payments 
of the German Government over dec-
ades, significant gaps in survivor care 
remain. And German officials have ac-
knowledged that shortfall. Right now 
there are special negotiations going on 
with the German Government. In the 
coming days, decisions will be made in 
Berlin that will determine whether or 
not survivors will receive the funding 
and the care that they so desperately 
need. 

But I am worried. I am worried that 
time is running out. I am worried that 
this is our last chance to ensure that, 
once and for all, survivors have what 
they need. Every survivor deserves to 
receive the care needed to live in com-
fort. 

So many survivors are struggling. 
And, again, while we appreciate the 
decades-long commitment of the Ger-
man Government, I am not certain 
that our ally, Germany, understands 
the scope of the true need—the needs 
that Chairman ROS-LEHTINEN and I see 
in our communities in south Florida 
every day. That is why passing this res-
olution here will send a message that is 
unmistakable; and that is that Con-
gress is fully united. 

We stand at a decisive moment in the 
lives of our aging survivor population. 
Each month it seems that there is an-
other funeral in my community and 
another survivor passes. So it is with a 
heavy heart that we must acknowledge 

that these current negotiations are 
likely the last opportunity for Ger-
many to comprehensively address the 
unique health and welfare needs of sur-
vivors before it is too late. 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before us 
today urges our German partners to 
fulfill the moral and financial commit-
ment to the victims of the Holocaust. 
The shortfall is the most dramatic 
when it comes to home care. For sur-
vivors, the need to stay in their homes 
as they age is critical. The thought of 
institutionalized care or being removed 
from their home is a devastatingly 
painful reminder of the past. As they 
age, they rely more on home care serv-
ices. 

Under the current system, home care 
is capped so that even the most 
infirmed, isolated, and poor Nazi vic-
tims can only receive a maximum of 25 
hours of home care per week. That is 5 
hours a day for 5 days a week. There is 
no funding for additional hours. 

In committee I spoke about my 91- 
year-old constituent who survived Ber-
gen-Belsen. He fell and suffered a frac-
ture. He requires assistance with all of 
the activities of daily living. He now 
needs round-the-clock care, but the 
current funding system does not pro-
vide it. 

Many of those who survived also lack 
family support to help with transpor-
tation to doctors’ appointments or help 
preparing meals. They deserve to have 
these most basic needs met. They de-
serve to be able to access care for all of 
their mental and medical health needs. 
And they deserve our support. 

Today I urge my colleagues to join 
me in supporting the passage of this 
resolution and for Germany to seize 
upon this opportunity to alleviate the 
suffering of survivors. While no amount 
of money can ever erase the horrors 
faced by Nazi victims, there is a moral 
responsibility to ensure that they can 
receive all of the vital services and 
medical care necessary to live out the 
remainder of their days with dignity. 

No more limitations on home care 
hours. Complete the negotiations. And 
fund the needs now, once and for all. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), my friend. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my friend, TED DEUTCH, for his 
leadership, and also my good friend, 
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, the Florida 
twins who have so steadfastly brought 
this matter of conscience and history 
to the floor of the House of Representa-
tives. 

It was said about the Holocaust that 
‘‘we should never forget’’ and ‘‘never 
again.’’ What a legacy it would be that 
those who survived the darkest chapter 
of human history should live out the 
remainder of their years in want—in 
want of basic medical care, in want of 
home health care and caregiving so 

that they can have dignity in their twi-
light years. 

How can we ignore that plight? How 
can we say to that generation, You 
should go without? 

They are living reminders of the dark 
side of human nature and of how his-
tory can go so terribly wrong. Hon-
oring them with this resolution and en-
gaging our partner, our ally, Germany, 
in this one last endeavor is a noble 
cause. 

I am pleased to support H. Con. Res. 
129, and I applaud the leadership of my 
colleagues from Florida in reminding 
this House of the duty still in front of 
us. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, today we are talking 
about the frailest people in our com-
munity who have endured the worst, 
most unimaginable horrors. They are 
people whose entire families were de-
stroyed. 

Mr. Speaker, Hitler tried to destroy 
them. He succeeded in killing millions, 
but his goal was genocide. His goal was 
to wipe the Jewish people from the face 
of the Earth. 

We can’t imagine the magnitude of 
that evil, but we have just a few years 
left with those who managed to sur-
vive, to escape death—sometimes mul-
tiple times—to endure concentration 
camps when everyone around them was 
sent to the gas chambers, and to flee 
death squads that roamed the Euro-
pean countryside killing—and mass 
killings—again and again and again. 

For them to live through all of that, 
to survive all of that, should we tell 
them that we are sorry, we must cap 
the amount of care you can receive in 
your home? Or that the social service 
agencies and their employees and their 
volunteers who know what their cli-
ents need should tell them to need less? 

Mr. Speaker, let’s pass this resolu-
tion and tell every person sitting at 
the negotiating table in Berlin that we 
will not accept half measures. The Ger-
man Government has reiterated its 
moral obligation to act. This resolu-
tion calls for action. The time to act is 
now. Survivors of the Holocaust de-
serve dignity. 

I would like to again thank my dear 
friend and fierce advocate for sur-
vivors, Congresswoman ILEANA ROS- 
LEHTINEN. We have stood together on 
their behalf for years. She is remark-
ably committed to justice. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, there are 
Holocaust survivors who are watching 
us now. When we pass this resolution, 
many will cry. They told me that. I 
cannot and I will not go back to south 
Florida on Friday and look into the 
eyes of these sweet people whom we are 
so fortunate to know, so privileged to 
have in our community, and tell them 
that Congress passed a resolution to 
make them feel better. They don’t need 
symbolism. 

What I will tell them is that the 
United States House of Representatives 
overwhelmingly spoke on their behalf— 
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a group that 80 years ago had no one 
speaking for them. And we expect the 
German Government to hear what we 
are saying. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I want to thank Mr. DEUTCH and Mr. 
CONNOLLY. What a joy it has been for 
me to have worked with them, espe-
cially with my twin. The poor guy. 
That was a low blow by Mr. CONNOLLY. 
Mr. DEUTCH might not forgive him for 
that. But what heartfelt words from 
Mr. DEUTCH. I thank him for that. 

We are indeed fortunate, Mr. Speak-
er, that we have so many constituents 
in our districts for whom this issue is 
so important. We are blessed that we 
have so many Holocaust survivors in 
our districts. But, sadly, as Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mr. CONNOLLY, and I have 
pointed out, time is of the essence. 
These survivors are passing away with-
out the urgent care that they have 
been promised and without the com-
forts that they need. 

So I want to close by saying, Mr. 
Speaker, just how important this 
measure is. Mr. DEUTCH talked about 
how our constituents are watching in 
south Florida. And it is so true. How 
important it is that we send a clear 
message to the German Government 
that time is of the essence. 

For over 70 years, Holocaust sur-
vivors have had to live with the painful 
memories and the toll that their expe-
riences have had on their minds and 
their bodies. 

b 1645 
Successive German Governments 

have acknowledged Germany’s respon-
sibility for the Nazi regime’s atroc-
ities. Most recently, Chancellor 
Merkel’s office stated: ‘‘We know the 
responsibility for this crime against 
humanity is German and very much 
our own.’’ 

I agree with Chancellor Merkel’s of-
fice. We don’t have time for negotia-
tions, Mr. Speaker. How long will those 
negotiations take while, every day, yet 
another Holocaust survivor passes 
away. 

We don’t need Germany to engage 
with the bureaucratic nightmare that 
is the Claims Conference. This was a 
process that was set up to deal with 
these issues, but it has not worked out 
that way. Why add another layer to the 
process when Germany can and should 
provide this assistance directly? 

The proof that this Claims Con-
ference process has been nothing short 
of an abject failure is that nearly half 
of the survivors today, Mr. Speaker, 
are living at or below the poverty level. 
Under this current system, many have 
died well before their time as a result 
of this current broken system, to say 
nothing about the fraud, the corrup-
tion, and the embezzlement that has 
been documented. 

Mr. Speaker, the Claims Conference 
has failed to live up to its mandate to 

advocate and work on behalf of sur-
vivors. The Claims Conference provides 
artificial caps on survivors’ needs. 
When those caps are reached, good 
luck. 

Just recently, a survivor from our 
own area right here in D.C. was told by 
a local service agency that the Claims 
Conference would no longer fund her 
Lifeline button. This woman lives 
alone, Mr. Speaker. She needs this 
service, but she was cut off. 

The Conference stops assistance for 
many, and many others receive no as-
sistance at all, while their pleas fall on 
deaf ears. 

With the Claims Conference, there is 
no transparency, little accountability, 
and a shocking disregard for the actual 
survivors, themselves; but I believe 
Chancellor Merkel’s heartfelt expres-
sion of concern about Germany’s re-
sponsibility to survivors and her lead-
ership on moral issues, and this will fi-
nally resolve this longstanding tragedy 
for survivors. 

That is why our resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, to fund, directly, survivors’ 
needs is so important. We have seen 
what happens when the Claims Con-
ference gets involved. Survivors are 
just not afforded the assistance they 
desperately need. 

So I urge my colleagues to join Mr. 
DEUTCH and me in urging Germany to 
fund, directly and comprehensively, all 
of the needs of survivors like it has 
pledged. There is no time to waste. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank 
Chairman ROS-LEHTINEN and Ranking Member 
DEUTCH for their work on this resolution, and 
their continued work on Holocaust issues. 

The horrors wrought by the Nazi regime did 
not end when prisoners finally walked out from 
behind the barbed wire fences in 1945. Today, 
the after-effects of Hitler’s death camps still 
haunt the lives of those who survived. 

Tens of thousands of Holocaust survivors 
throughout the world live in poverty, forced to 
choose between feeding themselves and pur-
chasing necessary medication. 

The problem is staggering. Five hundred 
thousand survivors remain—most of them in 
their 80s. Today, more than one in four lack 
sufficient access to the care they need to live 
their final years in comfort and in dignity. 

For decades, Germany has instituted and 
funded a number of aid programs in recogni-
tion of its obligation to these survivors. How-
ever, Germany’s own evaluations made clear 
that more needs to be done. 

We urge the German government to imme-
diately and fully fund programming for victims’ 
medical, mental health, and long-term care 
needs. 

Time is of the essence. Every day that deci-
sions are stalled, we lose another survivor, an-
other story, another chance to show our re-
spect for these individuals who have already 
endured what no one should. 

Today’s resolution recognizes the moral im-
perative for us—all of us—to work to ensure a 
life of dignity, security, and comfort for Holo-
caust survivors. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H. Con. Res. 129, 

urging the Federal Republic of Germany to 
further fulfill its commitment to support the 
welfare of Holocaust survivors by ensuring 
that they receive the medical, mental health, 
and long-term care they require. 

In 1952, the West German government con-
cluded an agreement with representatives 
from major Jewish national and international 
organizations and the State of Israel to pro-
vide indemnification and restitution directly to 
survivors of the Holocaust. This agreement re-
flected an overdue but basic recognition at the 
time by many, including then-German Chan-
cellor Konrad Adenauer who saw such restitu-
tion as, quote, ‘‘easing the way to the spiritual 
settlement of infinite suffering.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, that infinite suffering inflicted 
by the genocidal Nazi regime continues to this 
day. It is a daily reality for the aging survivors 
of that infamous crime who live with the men-
tal and sometimes physical consequences of 
being tortured and abused. 

There are over 500,000 Holocaust survivors 
living around the world today, and over 
100,000 live here in the United States—wit-
nesses to both the stunning evil and miracu-
lous resilience of which humanity is capable. 
Their quiet presence in our midst is a treasure 
seldom sufficiently cherished. Today, as they 
age, they are increasingly in need of support 
and assistance that will allow them to live their 
remaining days with access to quality care 
and the peace that comes with it. 

Mr. Speaker, I support H. Con. Res 129 be-
cause I think it is right that the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany deliver direct support to Holo-
caust survivors to guarantee that they live the 
rest of their lives with the dignity, comfort, and 
security that was deprived them decades ago. 

The resolution calls on the German govern-
ment to make every effort—whether through 
direct assistance or negotiated arrange-
ments—to support the medical, mental health, 
and long-term care needs of Holocaust vic-
tims. This support would be fully consistent 
with the German government’s longstanding 
commitment to Holocaust survivors and it can-
not wait. 

It is important, Mr. Speaker, to also note the 
important steps already taken by the Federal 
Republic of Germany and the tremendous ef-
forts and achievements it has made in making 
amends for the genocide committed under the 
Nazi dictatorship. H. Con. Res. 129 urges 
Germany to continue on this path and as such 
deserves our support in the House. 

Finally, I would like to thank my friend and 
colleague Rep. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, for intro-
ducing this laudable resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the concurrent 
resolution, H. Con. Res. 129, as amend-
ed. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 
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CLARIFYING ELIGIBILITY OF 

LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
TIME-LIMITED EMPLOYEES FOR 
PERMANENT APPOINTMENTS 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4906) to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to clarify the eligibility of 
employees of a land management agen-
cy in a time-limited appointment to 
compete for a permanent appointment 
at any Federal agency, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4906 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ELIGIBILITY OF EMPLOYEES IN A 

TIME-LIMITED APPOINTMENT TO 
COMPETE FOR A PERMANENT AP-
POINTMENT AT ANY FEDERAL AGEN-
CY. 

Section 9602 of title 5, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘any land 
management agency or any other agency (as 
defined in section 101 of title 31) under the 
internal merit promotion procedures of the 
applicable agency’’ and inserting ‘‘such land 
management agency when such agency is ac-
cepting applications from individuals within 
the agency’s workforce under merit pro-
motion procedures, or any agency, including 
a land management agency, when the agency 
is accepting applications from individuals 
outside its own workforce under the merit 
promotion procedures of the applicable agen-
cy’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d) by inserting ‘‘of the 
agency from which the former employee was 
most recently separated’’ after ‘‘deemed a 
time-limited employee’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. RUSSELL) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the Land Management 

Workforce Flexibility Act enacted last 
year removed a barrier to the career 
advancement opportunities of long- 
serving temporary and seasonal em-
ployees of land management agencies 
across the Federal Government. 

I want to thank my friend from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for his com-
panion work in the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. I 
am proud to not only support it, but I 
authored a similar measure in the na-
tional defense authorization. 

The bill we are considering today 
makes a technical correction that is 

necessary due to recent guidance of the 
Office of Personnel Management, or 
OPM. H.R. 4906 clarifies that Congress 
intended to remove restrictions on 
temporary seasonal employees that 
would otherwise hinder their ability to 
compete for merit promotion vacancies 
open to other Federal employees. 

Seasonal work of land management 
agencies is accomplished by a mix of 
both permanent and temporary em-
ployees. Before the Land Management 
Workforce Flexibility Act, regardless 
of how many seasons served, temporary 
employees could not compete for per-
manent jobs under the merit pro-
motion procedures available to other 
Federal employees. Under the bill en-
acted last year, long-serving temporary 
employees were given this opportunity, 
and their employing agencies are pro-
vided with better applicant pools as a 
result. 

For instance, experienced seasonal 
wildland firefighters are well qualified 
for permanent leadership roles within 
agencies that work to combat 
wildfires. Mr. Speaker, the Land Man-
agement Workforce Flexibility Act rec-
ognized their service as employees and 
afforded them opportunities for pro-
motion. 

However, recent guidance from the 
Office of Personnel Management se-
verely limits temporary employees’ 
ability to compete for permanent jobs. 
OPM’s guidance declares temporary 
employees eligible to compete for per-
manent jobs only in situations where 
the hiring agency plans to prepare a 
list of candidates under merit pro-
motion procedures and accepts applica-
tions only from individuals inside its 
own workforce. 

This bill today makes a technical 
correction to clarify the temporary 
seasonal employees of land manage-
ment agencies are eligible for the same 
opportunities for consideration under 
merit promotion procedures that apply 
to other Federal employees. 

The bill also makes clear that eligi-
ble former employees are deemed to be 
employees of the agency from which 
they were most recently separated for 
instances where the position is limited 
to employees of the hiring agency. 

Mr. Speaker, this straightforward 
bill will help to establish a more effec-
tive, efficient, and qualified Federal 
workforce. 

I thank the ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Government Oper-
ations, my friend, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), for authoring 
this key legislation. 

I would also like to highlight the 
great work of the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Government Operations, 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. MEADOWS), who is an original co-
sponsor of H.R. 4906 and cares deeply 
about remedying this situation. 

I support this bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank my friend and colleague from 
Oklahoma for his leadership and his 
support on this important bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of a bipartisan bill, H.R. 4906, which I 
am pleased to cosponsor with Chair-
man MEADOWS of the Government Op-
erations Subcommittee. 

This simple bill makes, as my friend 
indicated, a technical correction to bi-
partisan legislation known as the Land 
Management Workforce Flexibility 
Act, on which I was pleased to work 
with the committee in passing into law 
just last year. That bill originally 
passed the House by a voice vote and 
then went on to pass the Senate by 
unanimous consent. As my colleagues 
will recall, that bill was intended to 
give temporary seasonal employees an 
opportunity to compete for permanent 
full-time employment within all agen-
cies across the entire Federal Govern-
ment. 

Merit promotion procedures provide 
an important career advancement path 
for Federal employees, and many 
nonentry-level jobs are filled using this 
process. Yet, no matter how long an in-
dividual has served, temporary sea-
sonal employees never get access to 
merit promotion procedures. 

Now, who are those people? Those are 
men and women on the front line of 
wildfires in the West, who put their 
lives on the line to contain forest fires 
during the fire season out west—dan-
gerous work, arduous work. We are 
simply trying to give them a fair 
shake, a fair shake that is available to 
all other Federal employees. This was 
intended to put them on an equal foot-
ing for vacant jobs in the civil service, 
including permanent seasonal jobs. 

God knoweth why, but the Office of 
Personnel Management recently issued 
guidance to the agency, based on a nar-
row reading never intended by our 
committee or by this Congress, of the 
legislative language that would actu-
ally limit the positions to which these 
temporary employees may apply to 
just those within the current agency. 
That was never the intent of this Con-
gress, and I, frankly, feel, if you looked 
at the legislative history both in com-
mittee and on the floor, that would 
have been clear. 

Our bill, which reflects a collabo-
rative effort with the majority and mi-
nority, as well as with OPM and em-
ployee groups such as the National 
Federation of Federal Employees, 
clarifies the intent, I hope, once and 
for all. 

The barrier to merit promotion faced 
by our temporary seasonal employees 
demoralizes the dedicated and coura-
geous corps that serves in land man-
agement agencies, contributes to in-
creased attrition, and ultimately leads 
to higher training costs and a less-ex-
perienced, capable workforce. 

Last year, Mr. Speaker, a record 10 
million acres burned across these 
United States, about 4 million more 
than average. In Arizona alone, 294 
fires burned in the first quarter of this 
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year, double that of the same period 
last year. Our country cannot afford to 
degrade its wildland firefighting and 
emergency response capabilities. 

An individual that successfully com-
petes for a vacant permanent posi-
tion—we are not creating new ones— 
under the clarified intent of this bill 
would, upon appointment, become a ca-
reer-conditional employee—unless the 
employee had otherwise completed 
service requirements for career ten-
ure—and acquire competitive status 
upon appointment. 

H.R. 4906 defines land management 
agencies to include the Forest Service, 
Bureau of Land Management, National 
Park Service, Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice, Bureau of Reclamation, and Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs. 

The legislative fix will finally give 
temporary seasonal firefighters and 
other land management temporary sea-
sonal employees the chance to compete 
for vacant permanent positions, sea-
sonal or full-time, under the same 
merit promotion procedures available 
to other Federal employees. 

Last year, I stated that our bipar-
tisan bill was consistent with OPM’s 
support for the concept that ‘‘long- 
term temporaries who have dem-
onstrated their abilities on the job 
should not have to compete with the 
public for permanent vacancies.’’ 

Despite their misinterpretation of 
H.R. 1531, the original land manage-
ment bill, I remain confident OPM still 
supports that sentiment. 

In closing, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support the bipartisan Land 
Management Workforce Flexibility 
Act, ensuring that our Nation’s hard-
working, temporary, seasonal employ-
ees may compete to serve the Amer-
ican people on a permanent basis, if 
they so choose. That will improve gov-
ernment efficiency and effectiveness 
and, I believe, provide a safety valve 
when it comes to the fire season out 
west. But it is simply the right thing 
to do, in the final analysis, on behalf of 
this dedicated workforce. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
the adoption of the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
RUSSELL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4906. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

b 1700 

MAKING ELECTRONIC GOVERN-
MENT ACCOUNTABLE BY YIELD-
ING TANGIBLE EFFICIENCIES 
ACT OF 2016 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4904) to require the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget 
to issue a directive on the management 
of software licenses, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4904 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Making 
Electronic Government Accountable By 
Yielding Tangible Efficiencies Act of 2016’’ or 
the ‘‘MEGABYTE Act of 2016’’. 
SEC. 2. OMB DIRECTIVE ON MANAGEMENT OF 

SOFTWARE LICENSES. 
(a) DEFINITION.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘Director’’ means the Director 

of the Office of Management and Budget; and 
(2) the term ‘‘executive agency’’ has the 

meaning given that term in section 105 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(b) OMB DIRECTIVE.—The Director shall 
issue a directive to require the Chief Infor-
mation Officer of each executive agency to 
develop a comprehensive software licensing 
policy, which shall— 

(1) identify clear roles, responsibilities, 
and central oversight authority within the 
executive agency for managing enterprise 
software license agreements and commercial 
software licenses; and 

(2) require the Chief Information Officer of 
each executive agency to— 

(A) establish a comprehensive inventory, 
including 80 percent of software license 
spending and enterprise licenses in the exec-
utive agency, by identifying and collecting 
information about software license agree-
ments using automated discovery and inven-
tory tools; 

(B) regularly track and maintain software 
licenses to assist the executive agency in im-
plementing decisions throughout the soft-
ware license management life cycle; 

(C) analyze software usage and other data 
to make cost-effective decisions; 

(D) provide training relevant to software 
license management; 

(E) establish goals and objectives of the 
software license management program of the 
executive agency; and 

(F) consider the software license manage-
ment life cycle phases, including the requisi-
tion, reception, deployment and mainte-
nance, retirement, and disposal phases, to 
implement effective decisionmaking and in-
corporate existing standards, processes, and 
metrics. 

(c) REPORT ON SOFTWARE LICENSE MANAGE-
MENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning in the first fis-
cal year beginning after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, and in each of the fol-
lowing 5 fiscal years, the Chief Information 
Officer of each executive agency shall submit 
to the Director a report on the financial sav-
ings or avoidance of spending that resulted 
from improved software license manage-
ment. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—The Director shall make 
each report submitted under paragraph (1) 
publically available. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 

Oklahoma (Mr. RUSSELL) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CART-
WRIGHT) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from 

Pennsylvania (Mr. CARTWRIGHT) on the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee for introducing H.R. 4904, 
the Making Electronic Government Ac-
countable By Yielding Tangible Effi-
ciencies Act of 2016, or the MEGABYTE 
Act of 2016, to improve the Federal 
Government’s management of software 
licenses. I am a proud cosponsor of this 
straightforward legislation. 

Importantly, this bill is the House 
companion to Senator CASSIDY’s own 
MEGABYTE Act, S. 2340, and I am glad 
to see this proposal has found bipar-
tisan support in both Chambers and has 
moved forward. 

H.R. 4904 requires the Chief Informa-
tion Officer for each Federal agency to 
maintain a software license inventory 
as well as analyze the use of software 
to inform decisionmaking. 

Mr. Speaker, the Government Ac-
countability Office has expressed re-
peated concerns on software license 
management and its costs. In fact, the 
Government Accountability Office, or 
GAO, listed IT software license man-
agement as a potential cost savings 
area on its 2015 duplication report. In 
our never-ending effort to cut waste, I 
agree with the GAO that it believes im-
plementing sound, comprehensive soft-
ware management policies has already 
achieved at least $250 million in sav-
ings to the Federal Government. But 
there is more work to be done. There 
are other savings that the government 
could and should be capturing. 

A 2014 GAO report found that only 2 
of 24 major agencies had comprehen-
sive software licensing policies in 
place. In fact, only 2 of the 24 agencies 
had comprehensive license inventories. 
Agencies cannot effectively manage 
the software licenses they have if they 
don’t know what they have in the first 
place. 

Maintaining a thorough inventory is 
vital to ensure that agencies make 
cost-effective decisions with respect to 
software licensing and avoid duplica-
tive measures. 

The MEGABYTE Act will force agen-
cies to focus on their software license 
policies and their inventories, leading 
to savings to the American taxpayer. 
These are straightforward steps that 
should already be happening, and this 
bill ensures that they will. 
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This legislation is about responsible 

stewardship of the tax dollars of hard-
working Americans. I thank my friend, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and also Senator CAS-
SIDY for their collective work on the 
MEGABYTE Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
not only support this legislation, but 
all legislation in our continued quest 
to cut waste in government. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of H.R. 4904, and I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, let me first begin by 
thanking our chairman of the Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee, JASON CHAFFETZ, for bringing 
this bill forward for a vote. I also want 
to thank the gentleman from Mary-
land, ELIJAH CUMMINGS, my friend and 
the ranking member; as well as the 
other two lead cosponsors who are 
here, Congressman WILL HURD of Texas 
and Congressman STEVE RUSSELL of 
Oklahoma who just spoke for their sup-
port. 

Additionally, I also want to join him 
in thanking Senator BILL CASSIDY— 
lately our colleague here in the House, 
but now over in the minor leagues—for 
his support and his authorship of this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we are always looking 
for ways to curb waste in the Federal 
Government, and sometimes it is sur-
prising the places you find it. It is a 
changing world. Fifty years ago, no-
body used the acronym IT, but now 
they do, and there is waste to be found 
in the IT procurement mechanism. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment spends $82 billion a year on infor-
mation technology. Right now, for the 
second year in a row, our GAO has 
identified IT software license manage-
ment as a top priority in its annual du-
plication report. A duplication report 
is something that is really good at 
identifying waste because duplication 
means what it says: you are dupli-
cating purchases in the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

Of the 24 major Federal agencies, as 
you just heard, only two have imple-
mented policies of comprehensive and 
clear management of software licenses. 
It is like this: anybody in the private 
sector knows that when you go to buy 
a suite of software from a major ven-
dor, they sell it in blocks with a price 
point. So you might buy a block of 25 
copies of a particular brand of software 
even though your office only needs 19 
copies. That means you have six extra 
licenses left over. 

The Federal Government buys soft-
ware the same way. What we found is 
they are not doing a good enough job of 
keeping track of the unused licenses. 
This bill codifies current administra-
tion efforts to do things like that to 
save the Federal taxpayers their tax 
dollars. 

Right now none of the 24 agencies 
have fully implemented all of these in-
dustry best practices recommended by 

the GAO, and that ends now with this 
legislation. 

The Making Electronic Government 
Accountable By Yielding Tangible Effi-
ciencies Act, the MEGABYTE Act, is 
comprised of necessary reforms to the 
Federal Government’s management of 
IT software licenses. In particular, the 
MEGABYTE Act achieves cost savings 
by seven action items: 

Number one, it requires the Office of 
Management and Budget to issue direc-
tives requiring agencies to identify 
clear roles, responsibilities, and cen-
tral oversight authority for managing 
IT software licenses; 

Number two, it requires having agen-
cies establish comprehensive records of 
software license spending and inven-
tories of enterprise licenses in the 
agency, as I just mentioned; 

Number three, regularly track and 
efficiently and effectively utilize soft-
ware licenses to assist the executive 
agency in implementing decisions 
throughout the software license man-
agement life cycle; 

Number four, analyze software usage 
and other data to make cost-effective 
decisions in the purchase of software; 

Number five, provide relevant train-
ing for software license management; 

Number six, establish broad objec-
tives and targeted implementation 
strategies of the software license man-
agement program of the agency; 

And, finally, number seven, consider 
the software license management life 
cycle phases, including the requisition, 
reception, deployment and mainte-
nance, retirement, and disposal phases 
in order to implement effective deci-
sionmaking, again, in the purchase and 
handling of software. 

The GAO found that when imple-
menting these oversight and manage-
ment practices reflected in the MEGA-
BYTE Act, a Federal agency—one Fed-
eral agency—saved 181 million tax dol-
lars in a single year. Enacting MEGA-
BYTE across the entire executive 
branch promises potentially yielding 
billions of savings to the American tax-
payer footing the bill for all of this. 

Mr. Speaker, improving the manage-
ment of agency contracts and licensing 
for commercial software is critical to 
ensuring the procurement process 
works effectively for both the Federal 
Government and industry that provides 
the software. 

An obvious example of how effective 
software management could save not 
only dollars and cents, but improve the 
lives of Americans is in the health 
records of our servicemembers. 

Mr. Speaker, the Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform Committee has held 
hearings on the failure by the Depart-
ment of Defense and the Department of 
Veterans Affairs to implement a fully 
integrated electronic health record 
system for our Active Duty soldiers 
and our veterans. As early as 1998, DOD 
and VA began an effort to create 
health records that could work to-
gether, with an initiative to create a 
joint system—an integrated electronic 

health record system. But after nearly 
two decades and spending over $560 mil-
lion toward that effort, DOD and VA 
ditched the plan and continued on with 
their separate systems. 

Now, our soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
and marines who are making their 
transition from DOD to VA health care 
are told to print out hard copies of 
their medical records and bring them 
to the VA. That is an enormous sum of 
money to have spent with absolutely 
nothing to show for it. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that the 
MEGABYTE Act is the first in a series 
of steps we can take to minimize 
wasteful software spending and to pro-
mote efficient procurement of tech-
nology. Our software and technology 
must promote interoperability across 
multiple platforms—and this starts 
with effective decisionmaking. By en-
couraging the use of open standards 
that are technology neutral, we can en-
courage innovation when we create 
connected, interoperable components 
and systems, driving down costs and 
avoiding unnecessary lock-in to any 
one particular technology platform. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud of the bipar-
tisan and bicameral effort behind this 
bill. I thank, again, our chairman, 
JASON CHAFFETZ, for advancing the 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HURD), my 
friend and colleague. 

Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
Federal Government spends more than 
$80 billion a year on IT procurement, 
and 80 percent of that is on legacy sys-
tems, old and outdated systems that 
all of us would think should be gone. 
Every time I hear this stat, I get upset 
because it is outrageous. This is a 
waste of Americans’ hard-earned tax 
dollars. 

In 2015, the Office of Management and 
Budget noted that Federal agencies 
spent about $9 billion on software li-
censes alone. But guess what? Many 
agencies are not managing these soft-
ware licenses properly. I know—nobody 
is surprised. 

The Government Accountability Of-
fice did a report last year that ex-
plained agencies could achieve hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in govern-
mentwide savings if they managed 
their software licenses better. Agencies 
should already have a comprehensive 
inventory of what software they use. 
Agencies should already be utilizing 
their spending power to get good deals 
on software licenses. Agencies should 
already be getting rid of old software 
they don’t use. But this isn’t hap-
pening, so Congress is acting. 

In 2015, Congress passed landmark IT 
reform legislation called FITARA, 
which gave agency CIOs greater au-
thority over IT decisions and changed 
the way that the Federal Government 
procures technology. 

The MEGABYTE Act, H.R. 4904, 
builds upon the important work that 
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FITARA started. When enacted, this 
bill would require CIOs to develop com-
prehensive inventories on their soft-
ware license agreements. Additionally, 
this measure would require agency 
CIOs to provide OMB with annual re-
ports on any realized savings, which 
OMB must make publicly available. 

It is simple, it is straightforward, 
and it makes sense. IT procurement is 
not a sexy topic. Nobody goes to a rally 
for IT procurement. But getting this 
right will save money, and when we cut 
waste, we allow hardworking Ameri-
cans to keep more of their money in 
their own pockets. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for his leadership 
on this issue, and I look forward to 
continuing our work together. I urge 
my colleagues to support H.R. 4904. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY.) 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my good friend from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CARTWRIGHT) especially for 
his leadership on this bill, the MEGA-
BYTE Act. 

Mr. Speaker, as has been indicated, 
we spend over $80 billion a year on IT 
procurement across the Federal Gov-
ernment, 80 percent of which maybe is 
used to maintain old and legacy sys-
tems, some of those systems going 
back to the 1960s. We are still funding 
COBOL, DOS, and many multiple sys-
tems that aren’t integrated and aren’t 
interoperable. 

b 1715 

My friend, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, gave 
what I think is one of the most glaring 
examples of how, even when we move 
to update, because of the stovepipe na-
ture of decisionmaking all too often in 
the Federal Government, bad decisions 
get made. 

The Pentagon has one system for 
medical recordkeeping and the Vet-
erans Administration has another. 
When one individual moves from Ac-
tive Duty to retired status, they have 
to take their records with them, phys-
ically, because the two systems, up-
graded recently, are not compatible. A 
third procurement contract had to be 
issued for the private sector to try to 
see if they could bridge these two sys-
tems, and the taxpayer had to pay a 
third time. Why couldn’t we get that 
right the first time? 

Making sure these investments serve 
the purpose for which they are in-
tended is really critical. This act helps 
codify that. 

My friend, Mr. HURD from Texas, was 
gracious in bringing up the FITARA, 
the Federal Information Technology 
Acquisition Reform Act, which I think 
sets the construct, the structure, for 
every Federal agency to modernize 
itself to improve efficiency, to stream-
line management, and to make sure 
that these investments are efficacious. 

The MEGABYTE Act is a wonderful 
complement to that when it comes to 
software. I think it will help transform 

how the Federal Government procures 
and manages its information tech-
nology portfolio. I urge its passage, and 
I am proud to be an original cosponsor. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I urge my fellow Members of the 
United States House of Representatives 
to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 4904, a common-
sense, bipartisan, bicameral effort to 
save the American taxpayers money in 
the purchase of software. It is our 
chance to nip this problem in the bud 
before it gets bigger and bigger and 
bigger. It is an opportunity to save a 
whopping amount of money for the 
American taxpayer. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I also urge not only support and 

adoption of this bill, but I think it is 
crucial, as we continue to fight and 
combat waste in government, that we 
look at measures that are so ripe and 
so effective, if we pass them, that they 
will have an immediate impact on tax 
dollars that are wasted. Here we have a 
measure that literally will save bil-
lions of dollars in the very short term. 
It is very, very important that we pass 
it. I urge adoption of the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
RUSSELL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4904. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

EASTERN NEVADA LAND IMPLE-
MENTATION IMPROVEMENT ACT 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1815) to facilitate certain pinyon- 
juniper related projects in Lincoln 
County, Nevada, to modify the bound-
aries of certain wilderness areas in the 
State of Nevada, and to provide for the 
implementation of a conservation plan 
for the Virgin River, Nevada, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1815 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Eastern Nevada 
Land Implementation Improvement Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FACILITATION OF PINYON-JUNIPER RE-

LATED PROJECTS IN LINCOLN 
COUNTY, NEVADA. 

(a) FACILITATION OF PINYON-JUNIPER RE-
LATED PROJECTS.— 

(1) AVAILABILITY OF SPECIAL ACCOUNT UNDER 
LINCOLN COUNTY LAND ACT OF 2000.—Section 5(b) 
of the Lincoln County Land Act of 2000 (Public 
Law 106–298; 114 Stat. 1048) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘and im-

plementation’’ after ‘‘development’’; and 
(ii) in subparagraph (C)— 
(I) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘; and’’ at the end 

and inserting a semicolon; and 
(II) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) development and implementation of com-

prehensive, cost-effective, and multijuris-
dictional hazardous fuels reduction projects and 
wildfire prevention planning activities (particu-
larly for pinyon-juniper dominated landscapes) 
and other rangeland and woodland restoration 
projects within the County, consistent with the 
Ely Resource Management Plan or a subsequent 
amendment to the plan; and’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—Establish-

ment of cooperative agreements between the Bu-
reau of Land Management and the County shall 
be required for any County-provided law en-
forcement and planning related activities ap-
proved by the Secretary regarding— 

‘‘(A) wilderness in the County designated by 
the Lincoln County Conservation, Recreation, 
and Development Act of 2004 (Public Law 108– 
424; 118 Stat. 2403); 

‘‘(B) cultural resources identified, protected, 
and managed pursuant to that Act; 

‘‘(C) planning, management, and law enforce-
ment associated with the Silver State OHV Trail 
designated by that Act; and 

‘‘(D) planning associated with land disposal 
and related land use authorizations required for 
utility corridors and rights-of-way to serve land 
that has been, or is to be, disposed of pursuant 
to that Act (other than rights-of-way granted 
pursuant to that Act) and this Act.’’. 

(2) AVAILABILITY OF SPECIAL ACCOUNT UNDER 
LINCOLN COUNTY CONSERVATION, RECREATION, 
AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2004.—Section 103 of 
the Lincoln County Conservation, Recreation, 
and Development Act of 2004 (Public Law 108– 
424; 118 Stat. 2406) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b)(3)— 
(i) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 

at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
(ii) in subparagraph (F), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(G) development and implementation of com-

prehensive, cost-effective, and multijuris-
dictional hazardous fuels reduction and wildfire 
prevention planning activities (particularly for 
pinyon-juniper dominated landscapes) and 
other rangeland and woodland restoration 
projects within the County, consistent with the 
Ely Resource Management Plan or a subsequent 
amendment to the plan.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—Establish-

ment of cooperative agreements between the Bu-
reau of Land Management and the County shall 
be required for any County-provided law en-
forcement and planning related activities ap-
proved by the Secretary regarding— 

‘‘(1) wilderness in the County designated by 
this Act; 

‘‘(2) cultural resources identified, protected, 
and managed pursuant to this Act; 

‘‘(3) planning, management, and law enforce-
ment associated with the Silver State OHV Trail 
designated by this Act; and 

‘‘(4) planning associated with land disposal 
and related land use authorizations required for 
utility corridors and rights-of-way to serve land 
that has been, or is to be, disposed of pursuant 
to this Act (other than rights-of-way granted 
pursuant to this Act) and the Lincoln County 
Land Act of 2000 (Public Law 106–298; 114 Stat. 
1046).’’. 

(b) DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS.— 
(1) DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS UNDER LINCOLN 

COUNTY LAND ACT OF 2000.—Section 5(a)(2) of the 
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Lincoln County Land Act of 2000 (Public Law 
106–298; 114 Stat. 1047) is amended by inserting 
‘‘and the Lincoln County Regional Development 
Authority’’ after ‘‘schools’’. 

(2) DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS UNDER LINCOLN 
COUNTY CONSERVATION, RECREATION, AND DEVEL-
OPMENT ACT OF 2004.—Section 103(b)(2) of the 
Lincoln County Conservation, Recreation, and 
Development Act of 2004 (Public Law 108–424; 
118 Stat. 2405) is amended by striking ‘‘and 
transportation’’ and inserting ‘‘transportation, 
and the Lincoln County Regional Development 
Authority or any other County economic devel-
opment organization’’. 

(c) REALIGN A PORTION OF THE LCCRDA 
UTILITY CORRIDOR.—Section 301(a) of the Lin-
coln County Conservation, Recreation, and De-
velopment Act of 2004 (Public Law 108–424; 118 
Stat. 2413) establishes a 2,640-foot wide utility 
corridor as depicted on a map dated October 1, 
2004. The Secretary of the Interior shall realign 
a portion of the corridor by removing the des-
ignation in sections 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 14, and 
15, T. 7 N., R. 68 E. and realigning the corridor 
to sections 31, 32, and 33, T. 8 N., R. 68 E.; sec-
tions 4, 5, and 6, T. 7 N., R. 68 E.; and sections 
1 and 12, T. 7 N., 67 E. as shown on the October 
1, 2004, map. 

(d) FINAL CORRECTIVE PATENT IN CLARK 
COUNTY, NEVADA.— 

(1) VALIDATION OF PATENT.—Patent number 
27-2005-0081 issued by the Bureau of Land Man-
agement on February 18, 2005, is affirmed and 
validated as having been issued pursuant to, 
and in compliance with, the Nevada-Florida 
Land Exchange Authorization Act of 1988 (Pub-
lic Law 100–275; 102 Stat. 52), the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et 
seq.), and the Federal Land Policy and Man-
agement Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) for 
the benefit of the desert tortoise, other species, 
and the habitat of the desert tortoise and other 
species to increase the likelihood of the recovery 
of the desert tortoise and other species. 

(2) RATIFICATION OF RECONFIGURATION.—The 
process used by the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the Bureau of Land Man-
agement in reconfiguring the land described in 
paragraph (1), as depicted on Exhibit 1-4 of the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Planned Development Project MSHCP, Lincoln 
County, NV (FWS-R8-ES-2008-N0136) and the 
reconfiguration provided for in Special Condi-
tion 10 of the Army Corps of Engineers Permit 
No. 000005042 are ratified. 

(e) FINAL LAND RECONFIGURATION IN LINCOLN 
COUNTY, NEVADA.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) MAP.—The term ‘‘Map’’ means the map 

prepared by the Bureau of Land Management 
entitled ‘‘Proposed Lincoln County Land Recon-
figuration’’ and dated January 28, 2016. 

(B) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of the Interior, acting through the 
Director of the Bureau of Land Management. 

(2) ISSUANCE OF LINCOLN COUNTY CORRECTIVE 
PATENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may issue a 
corrective patent for 7,548 acres of land in Lin-
coln County, Nevada, that is depicted on the 
Map. 

(B) APPLICABLE LAW.—A corrective patent 
issued under subparagraph (A) shall be consid-
ered to have been issued pursuant to, and in 
compliance with, the Nevada-Florida Land Ex-
change Authorization Act of 1988 (Public Law 
100–275; 102 Stat. 52). 
SEC. 3. MT. MORIAH WILDERNESS, HIGH SCHELLS 

WILDERNESS, AND ARC DOME WIL-
DERNESS BOUNDARY ADJUST-
MENTS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO THE PAM WHITE WILDER-
NESS ACT.—Section 323 of the Pam White Wil-
derness Act of 2006 (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; Public 
Law 109–432; 120 Stat. 3031) is amended by strik-
ing subsection (e) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(e) MT. MORIAH WILDERNESS ADJUSTMENT.— 
The boundary of the Mt. Moriah Wilderness es-

tablished under section 2(13) of the Nevada Wil-
derness Protection Act of 1989 (16 U.S.C. 1132 
note; Public Law 101–195) is adjusted to in-
clude— 

‘‘(1) the land identified as the ‘Mount Moriah 
Wilderness Area’ and ‘Mount Moriah Additions’ 
on the map entitled ‘Eastern White Pine Coun-
ty’ and dated November 29, 2006; and 

‘‘(2) the land identified as ‘NFS Lands’ on the 
map entitled ‘Proposed Wilderness Boundary 
Adjustment Mt. Moriah Wilderness Area’ and 
dated June 18, 2014. 

‘‘(f) HIGH SCHELLS WILDERNESS ADJUST-
MENT.—The boundary of the High Schells Wil-
derness established under subsection (a)(11) is 
adjusted to include the land identified as ‘In-
clude as Wilderness’ on the map entitled ‘McCoy 
Creek Adjustment’ and dated November 3, 2014, 
and to exclude the land identified as ‘NFS 
Lands’ on the map entitled ‘Proposed Wilder-
ness Boundary Adjustment High Schells Wilder-
ness Area’ and dated June 17, 2014.’’. 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE NEVADA WILDERNESS 
PROTECTION ACT OF 1989.—The Nevada Wilder-
ness Protection Act of 1989 (16 U.S.C. 1132 note; 
Public Law 101–195; 103 Stat. 1784) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 12. ARC DOME BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT. 

‘‘The boundary of the Arc Dome Wilderness 
established under section 2(2) is adjusted to ex-
clude the land identified as ‘Exclude from Wil-
derness’ on the map entitled ‘Arc Dome Adjust-
ment’ and dated November 3, 2014.’’. 
SEC. 4. IMPLEMENTATION OF CONSERVATION 

PLAN, VIRGIN RIVER, NEVADA. 
Section 3(d)(3)(B) of Public Law 99–548 (100 

Stat. 3061; 116 Stat. 2018) is amended by striking 
‘‘development of a multispecies habitat con-
servation plan for’’ and inserting ‘‘development 
and implementation of a conservation plan to 
benefit fish and wildlife species of’’. 
SEC. 5. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT. 

Section 3(f)(2)(B) of Public Law 99-548 (100 
Stat. 3061) is amended by striking ‘‘(v) Sec. 7.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. HARDY) and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Nevada. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 1815, the Eastern Nevada Land 

Implementation Improvement Act, 
which I introduced last year, makes 
several changes to the existing Federal 
land laws. The bill authorizes haz-
ardous fuels reduction projects and 
wildfire planning for rangeland and 
woodland restoration projects in Lin-
coln County, Nevada. These projects 
will help reduce the risk of cata-
strophic wildfire and improve and pro-
tect habitat for the greater sage- 
grouse. 

The bill also authorizes the imple-
mentation of a conservation plan in 
Nevada’s Virgin River region. In 2002, 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service re-
quired the city of Mesquite to create a 

conservation plan to protect several 
species in the Lower Virgin River 
Basin before moving ahead with two 
land acquisitions. The city planned to 
use these funds from the Mesquite 
Lands Act, a law passed by Congress in 
1986 that allowed the city to acquire 
and develop lands from the Federal 
Government, to complete the plan. 
FWS signed a memorandum of agree-
ment with the city of Mesquite to 
carry out the law. 

This agreement expired in 2014. The 
Fish and Wildlife Service refused to 
sign a new memorandum of agreement 
or to allow the city to access the nec-
essary funding because it didn’t feel 
that the current legislation enabled 
them to implement the conservation 
plan. As a result, all efforts to advance 
the conservation plan and expand the 
city are at a standstill. 

This bill remedies the problem by 
making a technical correction to the 
Mesquite Lands Act of 1988 that will 
provide the necessary authority to the 
Fish and Wildlife Service to implement 
the conservation plan, after signing the 
new agreement with the city of Mes-
quite. 

Lastly, the bill makes several bound-
ary adjustments that collectively re-
duce three wilderness areas to improve 
public access to the Big Canyon Trail-
head, provide land to the existing Girl 
Scouts camp, and release a small dam 
owned and operated by the Yamba 
Tribe. 

It is important to know that all of 
the money that would be spent to exe-
cute these programs in this bill would 
come from special accounts that al-
ready exist. Not a single taxpayer dol-
lar would go to pay for this bill. These 
special accounts are funded by the pro-
ceeds of the Federal land sales in Ne-
vada and, in total, have a balance of 
$270 million in unobligated funds. The 
$2 million predicted to be used for the 
purposes in H.R. 1815—protecting com-
munities from catastrophic wildfires 
by reducing hazardous fuels and imple-
menting a habitat conservation plan— 
would come directly from those ac-
counts at no cost to the taxpayer. 

This is a well-balanced, bipartisan 
piece of legislation that will reduce 
wildland fire threat and greatly benefit 
local communities, wildlife and its 
habitat, and the future management of 
public lands in Nevada. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1815. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 1815 clarifies and updates sev-

eral laws related to the management of 
Federal land in eastern Nevada. This 
bill is cosponsored by the entire Ne-
vada delegation, and I recognize its 
passage is important to the people of 
eastern Nevada. 

I want to thank the majority and the 
sponsor for working with the Bureau of 
Land Management to address many of 
their concerns. Resolving those con-
cerns and working with the BLM turn 
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this bill into a proposal we can sup-
port. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote in support of this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I urge my 

colleagues to vote in support of this 
legislation also. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1815, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

SHILOH NATIONAL MILITARY 
PARK BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT 
AND PARKER’S CROSSROADS 
BATTLEFIELD DESIGNATION ACT 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 87) to modify the boundary of the 
Shiloh National Military Park located 
in Tennessee and Mississippi, to estab-
lish Parker’s Crossroads Battlefield as 
an affiliated area of the National Park 
System, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 87 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Shiloh National 
Military Park Boundary Adjustment and Park-
er’s Crossroads Battlefield Designation Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act, the following definitions apply: 
(1) AFFILIATED AREA.—The term ‘‘affiliated 

area’’ means the Parker’s Crossroads Battlefield 
established as an affiliated area of the National 
Park System under section 4. 

(2) PARK.—The term ‘‘Park’’ means Shiloh 
National Military Park, a unit of the National 
Park System. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 3. AREAS TO BE ADDED TO SHILOH NA-

TIONAL MILITARY PARK. 
(a) ADDITIONAL AREAS.—The boundary of 

Shiloh National Military Park is modified to in-
clude the areas that are generally depicted on 
the map entitled ‘‘Shiloh National Military 
Park, Proposed Boundary Adjustment’’, num-
bered 304/80,011, and dated July 2014, as follows: 

(1) Fallen Timbers Battlefield. 
(2) Russell House Battlefield. 
(3) Davis Bridge Battlefield. 
(b) ACQUISITION AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 

may acquire lands described in subsection (a) by 
donation, purchase from willing sellers with do-
nated or appropriated funds, or exchange. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—Any lands acquired 
under this section shall be administered as part 
of the Park. 
SEC. 4. ESTABLISHMENT OF AFFILIATED AREA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Parker’s Crossroads Battle-
field in the State of Tennessee is hereby estab-

lished as an affiliated area of the National Park 
System. 

(b) DESCRIPTION.—The affiliated area shall 
consist of the area generally depicted within the 
‘‘Proposed Boundary’’ on the map entitled 
‘‘Parker’s Crossroads Battlefield, Proposed 
Boundary’’, numbered 903/80,073, and dated 
July 2014. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—The affiliated area 
shall be managed in accordance with this Act 
and all laws generally applicable to units of the 
National Park System. 

(d) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The City of Park-
ers Crossroads and the Tennessee Historical 
Commission shall jointly be the management en-
tity for the affiliated area. 

(e) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may provide technical assistance and 
enter into cooperative agreements with the man-
agement entity for the purpose of providing fi-
nancial assistance with marketing, marking, in-
terpretation, and preservation of the affiliated 
area. 

(f) LIMITED ROLE OF THE SECRETARY.—Noth-
ing in this Act authorizes the Secretary to ac-
quire property at the affiliated area or to as-
sume overall financial responsibility for the op-
eration, maintenance, or management of the af-
filiated area. 

(g) GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in consulta-

tion with the management entity, shall develop 
a general management plan for the affiliated 
area. The plan shall be prepared in accordance 
with section 100502 of title 54, United States 
Code. 

(2) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date that funds are made available for 
this Act, the Secretary shall provide a copy of 
the completed general management to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. HARDY) and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Nevada. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 87, introduced by Representative 

MARSHA BLACKBURN of Tennessee, ex-
pands the boundaries of the Shiloh Na-
tional Military Park and designates 
the Parker’s Crossroads Battlefield as 
an affiliated area of the National Park 
System. Located in Corinth, Mis-
sissippi, the Battle of Shiloh was a 
flash point in the Western theater dur-
ing the Civil War. 

This bill would preserve three crit-
ical battlefields, covering approxi-
mately 2,126 acres, associated with the 
Siege of Corinth, including the Fallen 
Timbers, Russell House, and Davis 
Bridge Battlefields. The National Park 
Service determined that each of these 
sites provides extensive opportunities 
for visitor use and interpretation or 

the potential for archeological re-
search. 

This bill passed out of committee by 
unanimous consent. I urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of its passage. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
By expanding the boundaries of the 

Shiloh National Military Park in the 
State of Tennessee, H.R. 87 will assist 
the National Park Service in its efforts 
to preserve and interpret resources as-
sociated with the Civil War. 

The bill adjusts the boundary of the 
park to include several sites identified 
in the 2004 boundary expansion study 
conducted by the National Park Serv-
ice. This bill also establishes the Park-
er’s Crossroads Battlefield as an associ-
ated area of the National Park System, 
providing even broader opportunities 
to interpret the Civil War story. 

Associated sites, such as Parker’s 
Crossroads Battlefield, continue to 
highlight the value of State and local 
partnerships in the preservation of our 
national heritage. By incorporating 
three additional sites related to the 
Siege of Corinth into the park and 
under the management of the National 
Park Service, this bill guarantees the 
lasting conservation of these places of 
knowledge and remembrance. 

The emphasis that we all need to 
place on preserving our country’s his-
tory cannot be overstated, and the 
Civil War is a chapter in our national 
story that continues to shape the 
thoughts and actions of this country 
over 150 years after its conclusion. 

b 1730 
The struggles and personal conflicts 

that were faced by millions of soldiers 
and the impact on families throughout 
and after the war have provided us 
with many lessons—lessons that con-
tinue to remain relevant today. We can 
only ensure that we continue to learn 
from past struggles, triumphs, and mis-
takes if we make the effort to set aside 
special places for future generations. 

Parks, such as Shiloh National Mili-
tary Park, offer countless opportuni-
ties for us to explore the rich history 
and lessons of the past. These opportu-
nities are most effective when visitors 
to these sites can immerse themselves 
in the full setting of the area and gain 
a true understanding of the historical 
context, which is something that this 
expansion of the Shiloh National Mili-
tary Park will achieve. 

I thank Representative BLACKBURN 
for her hard work and commitment to 
protecting the historical resources in 
her State, and I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN). 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I thank my col-
leagues for the work that they have 
done on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, they have each men-
tioned the public-private partnership 
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that has taken place in Tennessee and 
Mississippi and at the Shiloh National 
Military Park. I think it is so signifi-
cant that we have seen our local elect-
ed officials work with our State and 
Federal officials. 

I do have to commend the employees 
of the National Park Service who have 
done a phenomenal job as they have 
worked toward the preservation of 
these entities, as Mr. CLAY said so very 
well, and who have looked at how we 
adjust the boundaries, expand the 
boundaries, and then preserve these 
areas. It is a part of the historical leg-
acy, as has been said, not only of Ten-
nessee’s and Mississippi’s, but of the 
United States’. 

Indeed, over a half million visitors a 
year come to the Shiloh National Mili-
tary Park. This will give the National 
Park Service the flexibility that it 
needs to look at adding in the addi-
tional 2,100 acres into this park. It 
would encompass the Fallen Timbers, 
the Russell House, and the Davis 
Bridge battlefields, and would provide 
that consideration for Parker’s Cross-
roads. As I said, it is an important part 
of the National Park Service. 

This legislation is the product of 
work from our local, State, and Fed-
eral officials and from the community 
groups and organizations that support 
this. 

I thank my colleagues for their sup-
port. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to support this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 87, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NEVADA NATIVE NATIONS LAND 
ACT 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2733) to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to take land into trust for 
certain Indian tribes, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2733 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Nevada Native 
Nations Land Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR CERTAIN INDIAN 
TRIBES. 

(a) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE FORT MCDERMITT PAIUTE AND 
SHOSHONE TRIBE.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection, 
the term ‘‘map’’ means the map entitled ‘‘Fort 
McDermitt Indian Reservation Expansion Act’’, 
dated February 21, 2013, and on file and avail-
able for public inspection in the appropriate of-
fices of the Bureau of Land Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the land described in 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Fort McDermitt Paiute and 
Shoshone Tribe; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the Fort 
McDermitt Paiute and Shoshone Tribe. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land referred 
to in paragraph (2) is the approximately 19,094 
acres of land administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management as generally depicted on the 
map as ‘‘Reservation Expansion Lands’’. 

(b) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE SHOSHONE PAIUTE TRIBES.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection, 
the term ‘‘map’’ means the map entitled ‘‘Moun-
tain City Administrative Site Proposed Acquisi-
tion’’, dated July 29, 2013, and on file and avail-
able for public inspection in the appropriate of-
fices of the Forest Service. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights and paragraph (4), all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to the 
land described in paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Shoshone Paiute Tribes of the 
Duck Valley Indian Reservation; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the Sho-
shone Paiute Tribes of the Duck Valley Indian 
Reservation. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land referred 
to in paragraph (2) is the approximately 82 acres 
of land administered by the Forest Service as 
generally depicted on the map as ‘‘Proposed Ac-
quisition Site’’. 

(4) CONDITION ON CONVEYANCE.—The convey-
ance under paragraph (2) shall be subject to the 
reservation of an easement on the conveyed 
land for a road to provide access to adjacent 
National Forest System land for use by the For-
est Service for administrative purposes. 

(5) FACILITIES AND IMPROVEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary of Agriculture (acting through the Chief 
of the Forest Service) shall convey to the Sho-
shone Paiute Tribes of the Duck Valley Indian 
Reservation any existing facilities or improve-
ments to the land described in paragraph (3). 

(c) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE SUMMIT LAKE PAIUTE TRIBE.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘map’’ means the map entitled ‘‘Summit 
Lake Indian Reservation Conveyance’’, dated 
February 28, 2013, and on file and available for 
public inspection in the appropriate offices of 
the Bureau of Land Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the land described in 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Summit Lake Paiute Tribe; 
and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Summit Lake Paiute Tribe. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land referred 
to in paragraph (2) is the approximately 941 
acres of land administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management as generally depicted on the 
map as ‘‘Reservation Conveyance Lands’’. 

(d) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE RENO-SPARKS INDIAN COLONY.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection, 
the term ‘‘map’’ means the map entitled ‘‘Reno- 
Sparks Indian Colony Expansion’’, dated June 

11, 2014, and on file and available for public in-
spection in the appropriate offices of the Bureau 
of Land Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the land described in 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony; 
and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Reno-Sparks Indian Colony. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land referred 
to in paragraph (2) is the approximately 13,434 
acres of land administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management as generally depicted on the 
map as ‘‘RSIC Amended Boundary’’. 

(e) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE PYRAMID LAKE PAIUTE TRIBE.— 

(1) MAP.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘map’’ 
means the map entitled ‘‘Pyramid Lake Indian 
Reservation Expansion’’, dated April 13, 2015, 
and on file and available for public inspection 
in the appropriate offices of the Bureau of Land 
Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the land described in 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe; 
and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the Pyr-
amid Lake Paiute Tribe. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land referred 
to in paragraph (2) is the approximately 6,357 
acres of land administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management as generally depicted on the 
map as ‘‘Reservation Expansion Lands’’. 

(f) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE DUCKWATER SHOSHONE TRIBE.— 

(1) MAP.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘map’’ 
means the map entitled ‘‘Duckwater Reservation 
Expansion’’, dated October 15, 2015, and on file 
and available for public inspection in the appro-
priate offices of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the land described in 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Duckwater Shoshone Tribe; 
and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Duckwater Shoshone Tribe. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land referred 
to in paragraph (2) is the approximately 31,229 
acres of land administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management as generally depicted on the 
map as ‘‘Reservation Expansion Lands’’. 

(g) REVOCATION OF PUBLIC LAND ORDERS.— 
Any public land order that withdraws any por-
tion of land conveyed to an Indian tribe under 
this section shall be revoked to the extent nec-
essary to permit the conveyance of the land. 
SEC. 4. ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) SURVEY.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall complete a survey of the boundary lines to 
establish the boundaries of the land taken into 
trust for each Indian tribe under section 3. 

(b) USE OF TRUST LAND.— 
(1) GAMING.—Land taken into trust under sec-

tion 3 shall not be eligible, or considered to have 
been taken into trust, for class II gaming or 
class III gaming (as those terms are defined in 
section 4 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act 
(25 U.S.C. 2703)). 

(2) THINNING; LANDSCAPE RESTORATION.—With 
respect to the land taken into trust under sec-
tion 3, the Secretary, in consultation and co-
ordination with the applicable Indian tribe, may 
carry out any fuel reduction and other land-
scape restoration activities, including restora-
tion of sage grouse habitat, on the land that is 
beneficial to the Indian tribe and the Bureau of 
Land Management. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. HARDY) and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Nevada. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 2733, the Ne-
vada Native Nations Land Act. 

I commend my colleague from Ne-
vada (Mr. AMODEI), the sponsor of this 
bill, for his tireless work on this impor-
tant piece of legislation. Because he 
will speak further on the details that 
affect his district, I will provide a brief 
summary of the bill. 

H.R. 2733, as amended, would require 
the Secretary of the Interior to place, 
approximately, 71,000 acres of Federal 
land into trust for six tribes in the 
State of Nevada. Gaming would be pro-
hibited on these lands. 

Located in my district, the 
Duckwater Shoshone Tribe would have, 
approximately, 31,000 acres of land 
placed into trust by the Secretary of 
the Interior. The tribe intends to uti-
lize these lands for economic develop-
ment and community growth. Specifi-
cally, the additional lands will allow 
the tribe to expand agricultural oper-
ations, additional housing and facili-
ties development, and to protect cul-
tural sites and wildlife. 

Over 85 percent of the land that is lo-
cated in Nevada is federally controlled, 
and tribes continue to have a small 
land base. This bill is an important 
step in promoting economic activity 
that will generate jobs in the tribal 
communities, benefitting both reserva-
tion economies. 

I thank Mr. AMODEI for his efforts in 
getting this legislation to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

The six Nevada tribes that are af-
fected by this legislation want to ex-
pand their reservations for a variety of 
purposes, including for recreational 
use, residential construction, and en-
ergy and mineral development. H.R. 
2733 will allow the tribes to pursue 
these goals. By passing this bill, they 
will be able to preserve their cultural 
heritage and traditions, expand hous-
ing for their members, and realize new 
economic development opportunities. 

The final legislation is the result of 
years of negotiations between the 
tribes, the Federal Government, the 
State of Nevada, and local stake-
holders. 

I commend my colleague from Ne-
vada (Mr. AMODEI) for his work on be-
half of the Nevada tribes and on this 
legislation. I urge its quick adoption. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. AMODEI). 

Mr. AMODEI. I thank my colleague 
from the Silver State and my colleague 

from the Show Me State. I appreciate 
the background. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the return of a 
bill that was passed in the 114th Con-
gress by a voice vote in the House of 
Representatives. It went to the Senate. 
I can’t tell you what happened there, 
but the good news is that the 114th 
Congress, the Senate, has moved on a 
companion bill; so we might actually 
get some resolution of this. 

I note that my colleague from the 
Show Me State mentioned patience and 
hard work. I want to point out that, for 
the folks of the Fort McDermitt Paiute 
and Shoshone Tribe, the 19,000-acre 
transfer that is proposed in this piece 
of legislation was first before the 
United States Congress in a bill that 
was introduced in 1972 by then-Nevada 
Senators Alan Bible and Howard Can-
non. Certainly, that tribe gets the ‘‘pa-
tience’’ award in terms of waiting to 
fill in what is largely checkerboard- 
type holdings to consolidate their hold-
ings in the whole thing. 

As a whole, about 31,000 acres are in 
my colleague’s CD4 district, and 40,000 
acres are in the rest of CD2. There is a 
variety of things to provide housing to 
attract healthcare facility givers and 
cultural resource preservation buffer 
zones. It has been through the planning 
process in those counties in which it is. 
Many off-road vehicle organizations 
support this. It can hardly be said to 
have been sprung on anybody. 

I urge my colleagues’ support. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I urge my 

colleagues to vote in favor of the legis-
lation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2733, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EEZ TRANSIT ZONE 
CLARIFICATION AND ACCESS ACT 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3070) to clarify that for purposes 
of all Federal laws governing marine 
fisheries management, the landward 
boundary of the exclusive economic 
zone between areas south of Montauk, 
New York, and Point Judith, Rhode Is-
land, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3070 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘EEZ Transit 
Zone Clarification and Access Act’’. 

SEC. 2. RECREATIONAL FISHING IN BLOCK IS-
LAND SOUND TRANSIT ZONE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Commerce, 
in consultation with the Atlantic States Marine 
Fisheries Commission, may issue regulations to 
permit and regulate recreational Atlantic striped 
bass fishing in the Block Island Sound Transit 
Zone. 

(b) BLOCK ISLAND SOUND TRANSIT ZONE DE-
FINED.—In this section the term ‘‘Block Island 
Sound transit zone’’ means the area of the ex-
clusive economic zone north of a line connecting 
Montauk Light, Montauk Point, New York, and 
Block Island Southeast Light, Block Island, 
Rhode Island; and west of a line connecting 
Point Judith Light, Point Judith, Rhode Island, 
and Block Island Southeast Light, Block Island, 
Rhode Island. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this section 
or the regulations issued under this section shall 
affect— 

(1) any permit that— 
(A) is issued under any other provision of law 

by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, including a permit issued before 
the date of the enactment of this Act; and 

(B) authorizes fishing in the Block Island 
Sound Transit Zone; or 

(2) any activity authorized by such a permit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. HARDY) and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Nevada. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 3070, which was introduced by 

my colleague, Congressman LEE ZELDIN 
of New York, aims to eliminate Federal 
regulatory confusion around the Block 
Island Sound. His bill authorizes the 
Secretary of Commerce to permit 
striped bass fishing in the Block Island 
Transit Zone between Montauk, New 
York, and Point Judith, Rhode Island. 

The bill before us today is the result 
of extensive input from area stake-
holders and congressional deliberation. 
Following a Natural Resources Com-
mittee’s oversight field hearing and a 
subsequent legislative hearing, the bill 
has been amended to resolve any con-
cerns about the unintended impacts of 
other federally permitted activities. As 
such, the Natural Resources Com-
mittee passed this bill earlier this year 
by unanimous consent. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill, and I commend Mr. ZELDIN for his 
leadership on this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
As introduced, H.R. 3070 would have 

had sweeping negative impacts. It 
would have redrawn the boundary of 
the exclusive economic zone in an area 
between Montauk Point, New York, 
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and Block Island, Rhode Island, allow-
ing for the State management of fish-
ery resources that are currently man-
aged by the Federal Government. It 
would have barred Connecticut fisher-
men from using the area at all, and it 
would have eliminated a key sanctuary 
for striped bass at the very time the 
species needs stronger conservation 
measures. 

Fortunately, the Natural Resources 
Committee was able to address those 
flaws at markup and is able to bring 
forward a bill today that does not have 
any unintended consequences. The cur-
rent version of H.R. 3070 simply clari-
fies that the Secretary of Commerce 
has the authority to issue regulations 
that govern recreational fishing for 
striped bass in the Block Island Transit 
Zone. This area is currently closed to 
striped bass fishing, and I join the vast 
majority of recreational anglers in the 
region in urging fisheries’ managers to 
keep it that way. 

That said, we do support the bill be-
fore us today. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ZELDIN). 

Mr. ZELDIN. I thank Mr. HARDY and 
Mr. CLAY for their comments and for 
their support of this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of my 
bill, H.R. 3070, the EEZ Transit Zone 
Clarification and Access Act, which 
would clarify the Federal laws that 
govern the management of the striped 
bass fishery in the exclusive economic 
zone, or the EEZ, between Montauk, 
New York, and Block Island, Rhode Is-
land. 

One of the most pressing issues that 
is faced by Long Island fishermen is 
the urgent need to clarify the Federal 
regulations regarding striped bass fish-
ing in the small area of federally con-
trolled waters between Montauk Point 
and Block Island. 

Between New York State waters, 
which end 3 miles off of Montauk 
Point, and the Rhode Island boundary, 
which begins 3 miles off of Block Is-
land, there is a small area of federally 
controlled water that is considered 
part of the EEZ. The EEZ, which ex-
tends up to 200 miles from the coast, 
are waters that are patrolled by the 
Coast Guard, where the United States 
has exclusive jurisdiction over fisheries 
and other natural resources. Since 1990, 
striped bass fishing has been banned in 
the EEZ even though fishermen can 
currently fish for striped bass in adja-
cent State waters. 

b 1745 

Fishing is an industry in and around 
my district. It is getting more and 
more difficult to survive in this indus-
try if you are a businessowner. Fisher-
men are desperately pleading for com-
monsense relief, and this is one way 
Congress can help. 

To my colleagues in this Chamber, I 
ask you to vote in favor of this bill, 

passing this legislation on behalf of the 
amazing fishermen on the east end of 
Long Island. 

Long Island striped bass fisherman 
have lost 60 percent of their traditional 
fishing grounds due to Federal restric-
tions that my bill intends to reform. 
Additionally, the geography of our re-
gion means that making the 15-mile 
journey by boat from Montauk Point 
to Block Island requires passing 
through a small strip of waters consid-
ered to be part of the EEZ. The shift in 
jurisdiction can mean the difference 
between a nice day on the water and 
committing a Federal offense. 

My bill, H.R. 3070, clarifies the Fed-
eral laws currently governing the man-
agement of the striped bass fishery be-
tween Montauk and Block Island, per-
mitting striped bass fishing in these 
waters and allowing for local regula-
tions to manage this important fish-
ery. 

This legislation is a commonsense re-
form that offers a simple solution to a 
unique local issue, providing regu-
latory relief and more certainty to our 
region’s fishermen, while restoring 
local control to a critical fishery that 
must be properly managed and pre-
served for future generations. 

Late last year, on December 7, 2015, I 
cohosted a House Natural Resources 
Committee field hearing within my dis-
trict in Riverhead, New York, with 
Chairman ROB BISHOP of Utah. The 
hearing was held to discuss important 
local fishing issues, including this leg-
islation. Chairman BISHOP and mem-
bers of the committee were able to 
hear firsthand the concerns of those on 
Long Island who rely upon fishing as 
an occupation and way of life. A few 
months later, on March 17, 2016, work-
ing closely with the committee, my 
bill passed this committee with unani-
mous bipartisan support. 

I thank House Majority Leader KEVIN 
MCCARTHY for having the bill placed on 
today’s agenda on the House floor. A 
big thank you to House Natural Re-
sources Committee Chairman ROB 
BISHOP; Subcommittee on Water, 
Power and Oceans Chairman JOHN 
FLEMING; and Subcommittee on Water, 
Power and Oceans Vice Chairman PAUL 
Gosar for recognizing the urgency in 
passing this bill. I also thank Congress-
man JOE COURTNEY, my colleague 
across Long Island Sound, who worked 
with us to make this a bipartisan bill. 

I also commend the steadfast com-
mitment and activism of Long Island’s 
fishing community, which championed 
this issue for nearly two decades and is 
standing up for Long Island’s coastal 
way of life. The dedicated men and 
women who fish in these local waters 
and the tens of thousands of Long Is-
landers who depend upon the coastal 
economy of the east end deserve no less 
than this commonsense reform pro-
moted by this proposal. 

I encourage all of my colleagues to 
vote in support of this critical bill. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers, and I urge the body 
to adopt H.R. 3070. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3070, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Commerce to permit striped 
bass fishing in the Exclusive Economic 
Zone transit zone between Montauk, 
New York, and Point Judith, Rhode Is-
land, and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

MOUNT HOOD COOPER SPUR LAND 
EXCHANGE CLARIFICATION ACT 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3826) to amend the Omnibus Pub-
lic Land Management Act of 2009 to 
modify provisions relating to certain 
land exchanges in the Mt. Hood Wilder-
ness in the State of Oregon, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3826 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Mount Hood 
Cooper Spur Land Exchange Clarification Act’’. 
SEC. 2. COOPER SPUR LAND EXCHANGE CLARI-

FICATION AMENDMENTS. 
Section 1206(a) of the Omnibus Public Land 

Management Act of 2009 (Public Law 111–11; 123 
Stat. 1018) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘120 

acres’’ and inserting ‘‘107 acres’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (E)(ii), by inserting ‘‘im-

provements,’’ after ‘‘buildings,’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (D)— 
(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘As soon as prac-

ticable after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary and Mt. Hood Meadows shall se-
lect’’ and inserting ‘‘Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of the Mount 
Hood Cooper Spur Land Exchange Clarification 
Act, the Secretary and Mt. Hood Meadows shall 
jointly select’’; 

(ii) in clause (ii), in the matter preceding sub-
clause (I), by striking ‘‘An appraisal under 
clause (i) shall’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as pro-
vided under clause (iii), an appraisal under 
clause (i) shall assign a separate value to each 
tax lot to allow for the equalization of values 
and’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) FINAL APPRAISED VALUE.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 

after the final appraised value of the Federal 
land and the non-Federal land are determined 
and approved by the Secretary, the Secretary 
shall not be required to reappraise or update the 
final appraised value for a period of up to 3 
years, beginning on the date of the approval by 
the Secretary of the final appraised value. 

‘‘(II) EXCEPTION.—Subclause (I) shall not 
apply if the condition of either the Federal land 
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or the non-Federal land referred to in subclause 
(I) is significantly and substantially altered by 
fire, windstorm, or other events. 

‘‘(iv) PUBLIC REVIEW.—Before completing the 
land exchange under this Act, the Secretary 
shall make available for public review the com-
plete appraisals of the land to be exchanged.’’; 
and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (G) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(G) REQUIRED CONVEYANCE CONDITIONS.— 
Prior to the exchange of the Federal and non- 
Federal land— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary and Mt. Hood Meadows 
may mutually agree for the Secretary to reserve 
a conservation easement to protect the identified 
wetland in accordance with applicable law, sub-
ject to the requirements that— 

‘‘(I) the conservation easement shall be con-
sistent with the terms of the September 30, 2015, 
mediation between the Secretary and Mt. Hood 
Meadows; and 

‘‘(II) in order to take effect, the conservation 
easement shall be finalized not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of the Mount 
Hood Cooper Spur Land Exchange Clarification 
Act; and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary shall reserve a 24-foot-wide 
nonexclusive trail easement at the existing trail 
locations on the Federal land that retains for 
the United States existing rights to construct, 
reconstruct, maintain, and permit nonmotorized 
use by the public of existing trails subject to the 
right of the owner of the Federal land— 

‘‘(I) to cross the trails with roads, utilities, 
and infrastructure facilities; and 

‘‘(II) to improve or relocate the trails to ac-
commodate development of the Federal land. 

‘‘(H) EQUALIZATION OF VALUES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding subpara-

graph (A), in addition to or in lieu of monetary 
compensation, a lesser area of Federal land or 
non-Federal land may be conveyed if necessary 
to equalize appraised values of the exchange 
properties, without limitation, consistent with 
the requirements of this Act and subject to the 
approval of the Secretary and Mt. Hood Mead-
ows. 

‘‘(ii) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN COMPENSATION 
OR CONVEYANCES AS DONATION.—If, after pay-
ment of compensation or adjustment of land 
area subject to exchange under this Act, the 
amount by which the appraised value of the 
land and other property conveyed by Mt. Hood 
Meadows under subparagraph (A) exceeds the 
appraised value of the land conveyed by the 
Secretary under subparagraph (A) shall be con-
sidered a donation by Mt. Hood Meadows to the 
United States.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. HARDY) and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Nevada. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 3826, the Mount Hood Cooper 

Spur Land Exchange Clarification Act, 
was introduced by Congressmen GREG 
WALDEN and EARL BLUMENAUER to ad-
dress the ongoing land exchange issues. 

In 2009, the Omnibus Public Land 
Management Act authorized a land ex-
change in Government Camp, Oregon. 
This land exchange was supposed to be 
completed within 16 months; however, 
this still has not occurred more than 7 
years later. The long delay, primarily 
due to disagreements surrounding ease-
ment terms, has frustrated local com-
munities such as Mount Hood Meadows 
and other local groups. 

H.R. 3826 comes as a result of a suc-
cessful mediation session held by the 
Forest Service to resolve the long-
standing issues between the agency and 
the local community. As a result of 
this exercise, H.R. 3826 updates the de-
tails and process for the land exchange 
to clarify issues relating to land ap-
praisals and the parameters of a wet-
land conservation easement on the 
Federal land in the conveyance. 

The bill was amended in committee 
to address concerns raised by the For-
est Service, including clarifying lan-
guage for the easement allowed in the 
bill and the length of time allowed for 
the Forest Service to implement this 
legislation. It is frustrating that the 
Forest Service has not already carried 
out the provisions of the 2009 act. I ap-
preciate Congressman WALDEN’s work 
to see this issue is addressed once and 
for all. 

I hope my colleagues will join in sup-
porting this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 3826 clarifies the terms of a land 

exchange between the Forest Service 
and Mount Hood Meadows, a privately 
held ski resort. Last year, the Forest 
Service and Mount Hood Meadows en-
gaged in mediation to resolve the 
issues that have held up the exchange. 
This bill is the result of that medi-
ation, and its passage will ensure that, 
after 6 long years, the exchange will fi-
nally move forward. 

I want to thank the sponsors from 
Oregon, Representative WALDEN and 
Representative BLUMENAUER, for their 
hard work and commitment to resolv-
ing this issue. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. WALDEN). 

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. CLAY and Mr. HARDY for their work 
and support of this very important leg-
islation. I thank Mr. GRIJALVA and 
Chairman BISHOP for bringing this bill 
to the floor, yet another Mount Hood 
bill. 

My colleague and friend from Oregon, 
EARL BLUMENAUER, and I actually 
backpacked 3 nights, 4 days around 
Mount Hood, 9,000 feet up and down, 
elevation gain and loss. We hiked with 
environmentalists, foresters, ornitholo-
gists, biologists, and geologists. 

We put together a big bipartisan leg-
islative effort. It took 31⁄2 years. Part 
of this effort was making sure that a 

very sensitive part around Mount Hood 
in the Crystal Springs watershed was 
exchanged out so that the development 
didn’t occur there and it occurred in an 
area that already has development, a 
more appropriate setting. That is what 
this is really all about. 

The legislation that ultimately 
passed the Congress was a little dif-
ferent than what Representative BLU-
MENAUER and I started with because we 
feared this very result could happen, 
that it would be delayed for years and 
years and years because we have seen 
it happen before. Be that as it may, we 
are here today, 7 years later, after the 
Congress had told the agency to get 
this done in 16 months, which should be 
all the time that is necessary. Seven 
years later, we are back with a second 
piece of legislation, confirming the me-
diation, working this through so that 
we can get this exchange done thought-
fully, completely, and finally get this 
done. 

I see I am joined by the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER), who 
has been a real partner in this. 

The legislation directs the Forest 
Service to move ahead on imple-
menting the underlying exchange. This 
is critical as it protects the Crystal 
Springs area, the water source for 
much of Hood River and the rest of the 
upper Hood River Valley as well. So it 
really does provide a much more 
thoughtful place where Mount Hood 
Meadows does their development and 
protects this very sensitive watershed 
from development. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation when it comes up for a vote. 
Let’s get this done once and for all. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to pick up where my friend, the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN), 
left off. 

Congressman WALDEN and I worked 
for several years to try and deal with 
the preservation of a precious resource. 
Mount Hood is the dividing line be-
tween our two districts. We have a lot 
of personal history involved there, and 
it was really one of my most positive 
experiences in two decades of congres-
sional service, zeroing in with the 
stakeholders—Native Americans, envi-
ronmentalists, local government—try-
ing to figure out the best protections 
for a very complicated area that is 
within easy driving distance of 4 mil-
lion people. There were many strains 
and stresses and multiple stakeholders 
on the mountain itself. 

As he said, part of the delicate bal-
ance that was achieved was an oppor-
tunity for us to deal with this land ex-
change. It was a win-win situation for 
a variety of the stakeholders. It obvi-
ously is better for the environment. It 
settled long-simmering disputes that 
served nobody’s interest but had actual 
potential for negative outcomes. 
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This land exchange was part of what 

was envisioned. This was not just a bi-
partisan effort with my friend, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN), and 
myself. It was then Senator Smith and 
Senator WYDEN, and now Senator 
MERKLEY and Senator WYDEN have 
been partners in this. It is frustrating 
that we get to the point where it re-
quires legislation to do something that 
was an integral part of this agreement. 

I am proud to join my friend in urg-
ing support for it. We want to get this 
passed and be able to capitalize on the 
vision that we worked so hard on to 
protect the mountain and all of the at-
tendant interests. This land exchange 
is critical to it, and I am pleased that 
this legislation is finally on the floor, 
although I am frustrated that we have 
to have legislation on the floor. Hope-
fully, this will enable us to finish this 
task. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3826, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

PASCUA YAQUI TRIBE LAND 
CONVEYANCE ACT 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2009) to provide for the convey-
ance of certain land inholdings owned 
by the United States to the Tucson 
Unified School District and to the 
Pascua Yaqui Tribe of Arizona, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2009 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Pascua 
Yaqui Tribe Land Conveyance Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

For the purposes of this Act, the following 
definitions apply: 

(1) DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘District’’ means 
the Tucson Unified School District No. 1, a 
school district recognized as such under the 
laws of the State of Arizona. 

(2) MAP.—The term ‘‘Map’’ means the map 
titled ‘‘ ‘Pascua Yaqui Tribe Land Convey-
ance Act’’, dated March 14, 2016, and on file 
and available for public inspection in the 
local office of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. 

(3) RECREATION AND PUBLIC PURPOSES ACT.— 
The term ‘‘Recreation and Public Purposes 
Act’’ means the Act of June 14, 1926 (43 
U.S.C. 869 et seq.). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(5) TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Tribe’’ means the 
Pascua Yaqui Tribe of Arizona, a federally 
recognized Indian tribe. 
SEC. 3. LAND TO BE HELD IN TRUST. 

(a) PARCEL A.—Subject to subsection (b) 
and to valid existing rights, all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
the approximately 39.65 acres of Federal 
lands generally depicted on the map as ‘‘Par-
cel A’’ are declared to be held in trust by the 
United States for the benefit of the Tribe. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (a) shall 
take effect on the day after the date on 
which the District relinquishes all right, 
title, and interest of the District in and to 
the approximately 39.65 acres of land de-
scribed in subsection (a). 
SEC. 4. LANDS TO BE CONVEYED TO THE DIS-

TRICT. 
(a) PARCEL B.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing 

rights and payment to the United States of 
the fair market value, the United States 
shall convey to the District all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
the approximately 13.24 acres of Federal 
lands generally depicted on the map as ‘‘Par-
cel B’’. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.—The fair market value of the prop-
erty to be conveyed under paragraph (1) shall 
be determined by the Secretary in accord-
ance with the Uniform Appraisal Standards 
for Federal Land Acquisitions and the Uni-
form Standards of Professional Appraisal 
Practice. 

(3) COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—As a condition 
of the conveyance under this subsection, all 
costs associated with the conveyance shall 
be paid by the District. 

(b) PARCEL C.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If, not later than one year 

after the completion of the appraisal re-
quired by paragraph (3), the District submits 
to the Secretary an offer to acquire the Fed-
eral reversionary interest in all of the ap-
proximately 27.5 acres of land conveyed to 
the District under Recreation and Public 
Purposes Act and generally depicted on the 
map as ‘‘Parcel C’’, the Secretary shall con-
vey to the District such reversionary inter-
est in the lands covered by the offer. The 
Secretary shall complete the conveyance not 
later than 30 days after the date of the offer. 

(2) SURVEY.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall complete a survey of the 
lands described in this subsection to deter-
mine the precise boundaries and acreage of 
the lands subject to the Federal reversionary 
interest. 

(3) APPRAISAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall complete an appraisal of the 
Federal reversionary interest in the lands 
identified by the survey required by para-
graph (2). The appraisal shall be completed 
in accordance with the Uniform Appraisal 
Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions and 
the Uniform Standards of Professional Ap-
praisal Practice. 

(4) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for 
the conveyance of the Federal reversionary 
interest under this subsection, the District 
shall pay to the Secretary an amount equal 
to the appraised value of the Federal inter-
est, as determined under paragraph (3). The 
consideration shall be paid not later than 30 
days after the date of the conveyance. 

(5) COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—As a condition 
of the conveyance under this subsection, all 

costs associated with the conveyance, in-
cluding the cost of the survey required by 
paragraph (2) and the appraisal required by 
paragraph (3), shall be paid by the District. 
SEC. 5. GAMING PROHIBITION. 

The Tribe may not conduct gaming activi-
ties on lands taken into trust pursuant to 
this Act, either as a matter of claimed inher-
ent authority, under the authority of any 
Federal law, including the Indian Gaming 
Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.), or 
under regulations promulgated by the Sec-
retary or the National Indian Gaming Com-
mission. 
SEC. 6. WATER RIGHTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There shall be no Federal 
reserved right to surface water or ground-
water for any land taken into trust by the 
United States for the benefit of the Tribe 
under this Act. 

(b) STATE WATER RIGHTS.—The Tribe re-
tains any right or claim to water under 
State law for any land taken into trust by 
the United States for the benefit of the Tribe 
under this Act. 

(c) FORFEITURE OR ABANDONMENT.—Any 
water rights that are appurtenant to land 
taken into trust by the United States for the 
benefit of the Tribe under this Act may not 
be forfeited or abandoned. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.—Nothing in this Act 
affects or modifies any right of the Tribe or 
any obligation of the United States under 
Public Law 95–375 (25 U.S.C. 1300f et seq.). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. HARDY) and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Nevada. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I rise today in support of H.R. 2009, 

which would authorize a land exchange 
involving the Pacific Yaqui Tribe, the 
Tucson Unified School District, and 
the Department of the Interior. Spe-
cifically, the bill would require the 
Secretary of the Interior to place 40 
acres of adjacent public land into trust 
for the tribe upon conveyance to the 
United States from the Tucson Unified 
School District. 

According to the tribe, acquiring 
these lands will help with reservation 
access and prevent or control flooding 
during significant rain events. Accord-
ing to the tribe, heavy rain events 
occur frequently during Tucson’s mon-
soon season. 

b 1800 

The bill would also require the con-
veyance of a 13-acre parcel of public 
land to the Tucson Unified School Dis-
trict and eliminate a revisionary inter-
est held by the United States in a 27- 
acre parcel previously patented to the 
Tucson Unified School District under 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:39 Jun 08, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K07JN7.055 H07JNPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3490 June 7, 2016 
the Recreation and Public Purposes 
Act. The bill would also require the 
Tucson Unified School District to pay 
fair market value for the land and the 
revisionary interest received. 

I want to thank the ranking member 
from the Committee on Natural Re-
sources for his efforts on the legisla-
tion and urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA), the sponsor and my good 
friend, and commend him for bringing 
this legislation to the floor. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, let me 
thank the gentleman from Missouri for 
his support of the legislation. 

As we heard, H.R. 2009 is the culmina-
tion of a longstanding land agreement 
between Tucson Unified School Dis-
trict, TUSD, and the Pascua Yaqui 
Tribe. 

Last Congress we finalized the first 
part of the agreement with the passage 
and signing of H.R. 507, which conveyed 
two 10-acre parcels to the tribe. Pas-
sage of this bill will complete the sec-
ond part of the agreement to the mu-
tual benefit of both parties involved as 
well as the surrounding communities. 

The 40-acre parcel of land referenced 
in the bill is currently deeded to TUSD 
under the Recreation and Public Pur-
poses Act, but TUSD has no intention 
of using the land for the stated pur-
pose. Instead, the tribe will be able to 
utilize the parcel to construct flood 
control measures to protect the res-
ervation and surrounding communities 
from flash flooding during Arizona 
monsoon season. 

Additionally, the land conveyed to 
TUSD will allow the district to better 
plan for future expansion and best use 
scenarios without the encumbrances 
encountered under the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act. 

I would like to note that the tribe 
and TUSD have had, and continue to 
have, a great working relationship, es-
pecially when it comes to the land use 
decisions around the Pascua Yaqui res-
ervation. This bill is a direct result of 
that relationship and was negotiated 
with input from all parties involved 
and with an eye to the most effective 
use of the parcels. 

In closing, let me take the time to 
thank Chairman YOUNG and Ranking 
Member RUIZ for their work on the leg-
islation in the subcommittee; and, of 
course, a special thanks to Chairman 
BISHOP for working with me to bring it 
to the floor today. I urge adoption of 
the legislation. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to inform my colleague I have no 
further speakers. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

again thank Ranking Member GRI-
JALVA for bringing forward this legisla-
tion. I urge its quick adoption. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2009, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 3 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DONOVAN) at 6 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H. Con. Res. 129, by the yeas and 
nays; 

H.R. 4906, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 4904, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 1815, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

SUPPORTING GOAL OF ENSURING 
ALL HOLOCAUST VICTIMS LIVE 
WITH DIGNITY, COMFORT, AND 
SECURITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
129) expressing support for the goal of 
ensuring that all Holocaust victims 
live with dignity, comfort, and security 
in their remaining years, and urging 
the Federal Republic of Germany to re-
affirm its commitment to this goal 
through a financial commitment to 
comprehensively address the unique 
health and welfare needs of vulnerable 
Holocaust victims, including home 
care and other medically prescribed 
needs, as amended, on which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 

the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the concurrent 
resolution, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 363, nays 0, 
not voting 70, as follows: 

[Roll No. 269] 

YEAS—363 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSantis 

DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 

Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
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Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 

Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—70 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Black 
Brown (FL) 
Cárdenas 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Crowley 
Curbelo (FL) 
Denham 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Foxx 
Gibson 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Herrera Beutler 

Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jones 
Katko 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
McCarthy 
Meeks 
Nadler 
Norcross 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pittenger 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Sherman 
Sires 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Walker 
Walters, Mimi 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Wilson (FL) 
Zinke 

b 1852 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
concurrent resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title of the concurrent resolution 
was amended so as to read: ‘‘A concur-
rent resolution expressing support for 
the goal of ensuring that all Holocaust 
victims live with dignity, comfort, and 
security in their remaining years, and 
urging the Federal Republic of Ger-
many to continue to reaffirm its com-
mitment to this goal through a finan-
cial commitment to comprehensively 
address the unique health and welfare 
needs of vulnerable Holocaust victims, 
including home care and other medi-
cally prescribed needs’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

269, I did events with Hoover National Secu-
rity Affairs Fellows and with students at Amer-
ican University. I did my best to get back for 

all votes. Unfortunately I got caught in traffic 
and missed the first vote. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
269, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

CLARIFYING ELIGIBILITY OF 
LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
TIME-LIMITED EMPLOYEES FOR 
PERMANENT APPOINTMENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4906) to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to clarify the eligibility of 
employees of a land management agen-
cy in a time-limited appointment to 
compete for a permanent appointment 
at any Federal agency, and for other 
purposes, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
RUSSELL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 363, nays 0, 
not voting 70, as follows: 

[Roll No. 270] 

YEAS—363 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 

Clark (MA) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 

Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 

Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 

Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—70 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Black 
Brown (FL) 
Cárdenas 
Carter (TX) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clyburn 
Crowley 
Curbelo (FL) 
Denham 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Foxx 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 

Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jones 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lofgren 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
McCarthy 
Meeks 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Norcross 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Pittenger 

Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sherman 
Sires 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Turner 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Walker 
Walters, Mimi 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Wilson (FL) 
Zinke 
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b 1900 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

270, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 270. 

f 

MAKING ELECTRONIC GOVERN-
MENT ACCOUNTABLE BY YIELD-
ING TANGIBLE EFFICIENCIES 
ACT OF 2016 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4904) to require the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budg-
et to issue a directive on the manage-
ment of software licenses, and for other 
purposes, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
RUSSELL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 366, nays 0, 
not voting 67, as follows: 

[Roll No. 271] 

YEAS—366 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 

Carter (GA) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 

Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 

MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—67 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bishop (GA) 
Black 
Brown (FL) 
Cárdenas 
Carter (TX) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clyburn 
Crowley 
Curbelo (FL) 
Denham 
Duckworth 
Duffy 

Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Foxx 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 

Jones 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
McCarthy 
Meeks 
Nadler 
Norcross 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pittenger 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sherman 
Sires 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 
Takano 
Turner 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Walker 
Walters, Mimi 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Wilson (FL) 
Zinke 

b 1907 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EASTERN NEVADA LAND IMPLE-
MENTATION IMPROVEMENT ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1815) to facilitate certain 
pinyon-juniper related projects in Lin-
coln County, Nevada, to modify the 
boundaries of certain wilderness areas 
in the State of Nevada, and to provide 
for the implementation of a conserva-
tion plan for the Virgin River, Nevada, 
as amended, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 360, nays 7, 
not voting 66, as follows: 

[Roll No. 272] 

YEAS—360 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 

Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 

Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
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Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 

MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—7 

Amash 
Duncan (SC) 
Griffith 

Huizenga (MI) 
Perry 
Poe (TX) 

Ratcliffe 

NOT VOTING—66 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Black 
Brown (FL) 
Capps 
Cárdenas 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clyburn 
Crowley 
Curbelo (FL) 
Denham 

Duckworth 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Foxx 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 

Huffman 
Hunter 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jones 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
McCarthy 
Meeks 
Nadler 

Norcross 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pittenger 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sherman 
Sires 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Turner 
Vargas 
Velázquez 

Walker 
Walters, Mimi 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Zinke 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HURD of Texas) (during the vote). There 
are 2 minutes remaining. 

b 1913 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REPORT ON H.R. 5393, COMMERCE, 
JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2017 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 114–605) on 
the bill making appropriations for the 
Departments of Commerce and Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2017, 
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the Union Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of 
order are reserved on the bill. 

f 

REPORT ON H.R. 5394, TRANSPOR-
TATION, HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2017 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART, from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 114–606) on 
the bill making appropriations for the 
Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2017, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the 
Union Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of 
order are reserved on the bill. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4775, OZONE STANDARDS IM-
PLEMENTATION ACT OF 2016; 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H. CON. RES. 89, EXPRESSING 
THE SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT 
A CARBON TAX WOULD BE DET-
RIMENTAL TO THE UNITED 
STATES ECONOMY; AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H. CON. RES. 112, EXPRESSING 
THE SENSE OF CONGRESS OP-
POSING THE PRESIDENT’S PRO-
POSED $10 TAX ON EVERY BAR-
REL OF OIL 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 114–607) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 767) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4775) to 
facilitate efficient State implementa-
tion of ground-level ozone standards, 
and for other purposes; providing for 
consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion (H. Con. Res. 89) expressing the 
sense of Congress that a carbon tax 
would be detrimental to the United 
States economy; and providing for con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 112) expressing the sense 
of Congress opposing the President’s 
proposed $10 tax on every barrel of oil, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that when 
the House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

f 

LAUREN MORRIS SCHULMAN’S 
RETIREMENT 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to congratulate a very dear friend, 
Lauren Morris Schulman, on her re-
tirement. For the past 13 years, I have 
had the pleasure of working closely 
with Lauren on some of the most press-
ing issues regarding the U.S.-Israel re-
lationship. 

Serving as AIPAC’s Florida political 
director, Lauren has played a key role 
in building a stronger U.S. alliance 
with our closest ally, the democratic 
Jewish State of Israel. Lauren has been 
a lifelong public servant in having pre-
viously worked as a staffer in Congress 
for the late E. Clay Shaw, Jr., and she 
also served at the county and State 
levels in Florida. 

Lauren has a wealth of knowledge 
and experience that will surely be 
missed by all who have had the pleas-
ure to work with her; but I am certain 
that Lauren is looking forward to this 
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exciting next chapter in her life and 
will enjoy spending more time with her 
husband, Cliff, and their children, Jake 
and Samantha. 

I wish my good friend Lauren 
Schulman the best of luck, and I con-
gratulate her on her retirement. 

f 

THE FORT HOOD, TEXAS, NINE 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
Texas has been hammered by historic 
torrential rain and flooding. 

As the Texas floodwaters rose, 12 sol-
diers from Fort Hood, Texas, were 
crossing Owl Creek in a 21⁄2-ton Light 
Medium Tactical Vehicle when it be-
came stuck in the Owl Creek low water 
crossing. Suddenly, the vehicle was 
swept over and sent downstream by 
fast-moving water. Nine American sol-
diers drowned in the massive flood 
waters. Today, we remember them, and 
here they are: 

Staff Sergeant Miguel Colon Vazquez, 
38, from New York. He had just spent 
four tours of duty in Iraq and Afghani-
stan; 

Specialist Christine Armstrong, 27, of 
California; 

PFC Brandon Banner, 22, of Florida; 
PFC Zachery Fuller, 23, of Florida; 
Private Isaac Deleon, 19, of Texas. He 

was the youngest of all of them. He had 
only been in the Army for 17 months; 

Private Eddy Rae’Laurin Gates, 20, of 
North Carolina—a former homecoming 
queen; 

Private Tysheena James, 21, of New 
Jersey; 

West Point cadet Mitchell Winey, 21, 
of Indiana; 

Specialist Yingming Sun, 25, of Cali-
fornia. 

These are the nine who drowned re-
cently in the Texas floods. The soldiers 
were members of the 3rd Battalion, 
16th Field Artillery Regiment, 2nd Ar-
mored Brigade Combat Team of the 1st 
Cavalry Division. These American sol-
diers were volunteers who swore to pro-
tect the United States. They were a cut 
above the rest and were ready to defend 
freedom at home and abroad. Their 
lives were ripped from this world and 
their families all too soon. 

We are grateful for them and their 
families for their service and their sac-
rifices. These soldiers are the best of 
America. Our thoughts and prayers are 
with the soldiers and their families, 
who have been devastated by the floods 
of Texas this spring. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

ARIEL GRACE’S LAW 

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1 
year ago tomorrow, Ariel Grace’s life 
ended before it had a chance to begin— 

killed by the failure of the unsafe med-
ical device, Essure. Despite her tragic 
passing, there remains no legal re-
course to seek justice. That is why, on 
the 1-year anniversary of her death, I 
will introduce Ariel Grace’s Law in 
order to resolve the broken law that 
prevents the families of Ariel Grace 
and thousands of others to have their 
voices heard in court. 

At the same time, I will offer legisla-
tion to reform the flawed FDA process 
that allowed another dangerous de-
vice—a laparoscopic power 
morcellator—to spread deadly cancer 
throughout the bodies of women like 
shrapnel. Despite case after case, no 
one reported the harm to the FDA—not 
even their own doctors. The Medical 
Device Guardians Act will add doctors 
into the list of entities that must re-
port unsafe devices so that lifesaving 
action can be taken quickly when it is 
needed to protect others. 

The institutions and regulations that 
are designed to protect our constitu-
ents from unsafe devices in these cases 
and others have failed. It is time we 
take action to address them. 

f 

LACASA CENTER 

(Mr. BISHOP of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to pay tribute to a charitable 
organization in my district, the 
LACASA Center. Located in Howell, 
Michigan, LACASA is celebrating its 
35th year of empowering and sup-
porting victims of abuse, assault, and 
violence. 

LACASA’s goal is to advocate for and 
to provide services to victims of vio-
lent crimes. It also works to educate 
the community on issues of domestic 
abuse, child abuse, and sexual assault. 
The services LACASA provides are in-
strumental in assisting members of our 
community, whether that comes in the 
form of shelter, meals, counseling, or 
education. 

I have seen the amazing work that 
LACASA does firsthand, and I had the 
opportunity to tour the facility earlier 
this year. LACASA’s President and 
CEO is Bobette Schrandt. She is a tire-
less advocate for those whom she 
serves and is an incredible asset to our 
community. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to have 
the opportunity to pay tribute to such 
a charitable organization in my dis-
trict. 

Congratulations, LACASA, on your 
35th anniversary, and thank you for 
your dedication to our great commu-
nity. 

f 

SOLDIERS CLIMB TO SUMMIT OF 
MOUNT EVEREST 

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to recognize Second Lieuten-
ant Harold Earls, Captain Elyse Ping 
Medvigy, and Staff Sergeant Chad 
Jukes, who successfully climbed to the 
29,000-foot summit of Mount Everest on 
Tuesday, May 24, 2016. 

Staff Sergeant Jukes is a veteran 
who lost his leg while fighting in Iraq 
in 2006, making the feat even more 
amazing; and Lieutenant Earls is a 
Third ID soldier who is currently sta-
tioned at Fort Benning in west Geor-
gia. 

The soldiers’ goal in reaching Mount 
Everest is overshadowed by their ulti-
mate goal of gaining support for vet-
erans’ and soldiers’ mental health. 
With the trip to the summit, they 
raised $109,000 to support the mental 
health groups Give an Hour and Stop 
Soldier Suicide. The climb was the 
debut of U.S. Expeditions and Explo-
rations, which is a nonprofit organiza-
tion founded by Lieutenant Earls. The 
entire trip, including a long prepara-
tion period, lasted over a year. 

I congratulate these men for reach-
ing the summit of Mount Everest, and 
I thank them for their service to our 
Nation and to servicemen’s and -wom-
en’s mental health. 

f 

WATER WASTING BUREAUCRACIES 
(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, despite 
our first wet winter in California in 
years, misguided Federal agencies 
threaten to cut off the water supplies 
of millions of Californians. 

On one hand, the National Marine 
Fisheries Service demands that Shasta 
Dam releases be drastically cut, alleg-
edly to protect winter run salmon later 
on in the season. On the other hand, 
the Fish and Wildlife Service plans to 
spend as much as $150 million in buying 
water to drastically increase Shasta re-
leases to the delta, allegedly to protect 
delta smelt—dumping water in the 
middle of this year. 

That is right, Mr. Speaker. Federal 
agencies are simultaneously demand-
ing that more water be released from 
reservoirs, not for human use, and that 
more water be kept in the reservoirs 
but not for human use. Neither demand 
is backed by science but, rather, by 
whim or by hunch. The only common 
theme of these contradictory Federal 
policies is that both plans give Califor-
nians the short end of the stick. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time this lunacy 
ends and Federal agencies start mak-
ing decisions based on facts, not on the 
contradictory whims of unelected bu-
reaucrats, and to protect water users, 
especially in the North State. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS 
TO THE COMMISSION ON EVI-
DENCE-BASED POLICYMAKING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 3(a) of 
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the Evidence-Based Policymaking 
Commission Act of 2016 (Public Law 
114–140), and the order of the House of 
January 6, 2015, of the following indi-
viduals on the part of the House to the 
Commission on Evidence-Based Policy-
making: 

Mr. Ron Haskins, Rockville, Mary-
land, Co-Chairman 

Mr. Bruce Meyer, Chicago, Illinois 
Mr. Robert Hahn, Hillsboro Beach, 

Florida 
f 

TRANSGENDER SURGERY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, as you 
know, we have had some interesting 
discussions here on the floor in recent 
days about transgender as a topic and 
as individuals of interest. In having 
talked a couple of times with one man 
who had been through a sex change op-
eration, what he told me was—really, 
the best expert in the world on the 
issue of transgender is the former head 
of psychiatry at Johns Hopkins, now a 
retired diplomat, but he speaks for 
himself. 

Anyway, there was an article pub-
lished back in 2014 that Dr. Paul 
McHugh had updated and that has been 
republished in the Wall Street Journal 
on May 13, 2016. It is entitled 
‘‘Transgender Surgery Isn’t the Solu-
tion: A drastic physical change doesn’t 
address underlying psychosocial trou-
bles.’’ 

Since there are so many people who 
have opined on this subject who have 
not dealt seriously with the issue, it 
seemed like it would be helpful to read 
from this article that was written by 
what one transgender explained was a 
great article by whom he thought was 
the world’s leading expert on 
transgender issues. 

b 1930 
But Dr. Paul McHugh, who obviously 

is a brilliant man and obviously a man 
who cares very deeply about individ-
uals, especially those who have 
transgender as an issue, says: 

‘‘The government and media alliance 
advancing the transgender cause has 
gone into overdrive in recent weeks. On 
May 30, a U.S. Department of Health 
and Human Services review board ruled 
that Medicare can pay for the ‘reas-
signment’ surgery sought by the 
transgendered—those who say that 
they don’t identify with their biologi-
cal sex. Earlier last month Defense 
Secretary Chuck Hagel said that he 
was ‘open’ to lifting a ban on 
transgender individuals serving in the 
military. Time magazine, seeing the 
trend, ran a cover story for its June 9 
issue called ‘The Transgender Tipping 
Point: America’s next civil rights fron-
tier.’ 

‘‘Yet policymakers and the media are 
doing no favors either to the public or 

the transgendered by treating their 
confusions as a right in need of defend-
ing rather than as a mental disorder 
that deserves understanding, treat-
ment, and prevention. This intensely 
felt sense of being transgendered con-
stitutes a mental disorder in two re-
spects. The first is that the idea of sex 
misalignment is simply mistaken—it 
does not correspond with physical re-
ality. The second is that it can lead to 
grim psychological outcomes.’’ 

Let me insert parenthetically here 
into Dr. McHugh’s article, having 
talked to him twice in the last couple 
of weeks. He was aware—and he point-
ed out that the DSM–V, the latest Di-
agnostic and Statistical Manual of 
Mental Disorders, Fifth Edition, 
evolves over time in line with the new 
scientific training and information 
available. It renames, as required, as 
they believe is appropriate, different 
conditions that may be diagnosed in 
accepted diagnoses. In the fifth edition 
of the DSM, it has gone from calling 
transgender a mental disorder to call-
ing it a dysphoria, a gender dysphoria. 

Dysphoria basically is the opposite— 
it is an antonym of euphoria, and it ba-
sically means that someone is gen-
erally dissatisfied with their biological 
sex. And Dr. McHugh said that he 
thinks that ‘‘dysphoria’’ probably is a 
better word than ‘‘disorder’’ because it 
makes clearer what the situation is. It 
is someone who is generally not satis-
fied with their biological sex. 

His article goes on, though, and says: 
‘‘The transgendered suffer a disorder 

of ‘assumption’ like those in other dis-
orders familiar to psychiatrists. With 
the transgendered, the disordered as-
sumption is that the individual differs 
from what seems given in nature— 
namely one’s maleness or femaleness. 
Other kinds of disordered assumptions 
are held by those who suffer from ano-
rexia and bulimia nervosa, where the 
assumption that departs from physical 
reality is the belief by the dangerously 
thin that they are overweight.’’ 

Dr. McHugh goes on and says: 
‘‘With body dysmorphic disorder, an 

often socially crippling condition, the 
individual is consumed by the assump-
tion ‘I’m ugly.’ These disorders occur 
in subjects who have come to believe 
that some of their psycho-social con-
flicts or problems will be resolved if 
they can change the way that they ap-
pear to others. Such ideas work like 
ruling passions in their subjects’ mind 
and tend to be accompanied by a sol-
ipsistic argument.’’ 

Dr. McHugh goes on: 
‘‘For the transgendered, this argu-

ment holds that one’s feeling of ‘gen-
der’ is a conscious, subjective sense 
that, being in one’s mind, cannot be 
questioned by others. The individual 
often seeks not just society’s tolerance 
of this ‘personal truth’ but affirmation 
of it. Here rests the support for 
‘transgender equality,’ the demands for 
government payment for medical and 
surgical treatments, and for access to 
all sex-based public roles and privi-
leges.’’ 

Dr. McHugh makes really important 
points as he goes forward: 

‘‘With this argument, advocates for 
the transgendered have persuaded sev-
eral states—including California, New 
Jersey, and Massachusetts—to pass 
laws barring psychiatrists, even with 
parental permission, from striving to 
restore natural gender feelings to a 
transgender minor. That government 
can intrude into parents’ rights to seek 
help in guiding their children indicates 
how powerful these advocates have be-
come.’’ 

He goes on: 
‘‘How to respond? Psychiatrists obvi-

ously must challenge the solipsistic 
concept that what is in the mind can-
not be questioned. Disorders of con-
sciousness, after all, represent psychia-
try’s domain; declaring them off-limits 
would eliminate the field.’’ 

We are talking about psychiatry. 
Dr. McHugh says: 
‘‘Many will recall how, in the 1990s, 

an accusation of parental sex abuse of 
children was deemed unquestionable by 
the solipsists of the ‘recovered mem-
ory’ craze.’’ 

Dr. McHugh goes on and says: 
‘‘You won’t hear it from those cham-

pioning transgender equality, but con-
trolled and follow-up studies reveal 
fundamental problems with this move-
ment. When children who reported 
transgender feelings were tracked 
without medical or surgical treatment 
at both Vanderbilt University and Lon-
don’s Portman Clinic, 70%–80% of them 
spontaneously lost those feelings. 
Some 25% did have persisting feelings; 
what differentiates those individuals 
remains to be discerned.’’ 

As he pointed out on the air about 10 
days ago, we all can recall girls we 
grew up with that were considered 
tomboys, who later grew up to be quite 
beautiful and quite feminine. They 
didn’t need any liberals rushing in and 
forcing them to go in the boy’s rest-
room because they identified more 
with what boys were doing. 

But Dr. McHugh goes on in his arti-
cle, and he says: 

‘‘We at Johns Hopkins University— 
which in the 1960s was the first Amer-
ican medical center to venture into 
‘sex-reassignment surgery’—launched a 
study in the 1970s comparing the out-
comes of transgendered people who had 
the surgery with the outcomes of those 
who did not.’’ 

I will insert parenthetically that I re-
member reading that Johns Hopkins 
medical center had been the first hos-
pital in the United States to begin 
doing sex change operations back in 
the ’60s. I remembered reading that. I 
never remembered reading that they 
ever stopped. 

But Dr. McHugh’s article points 
out—and I am going back and reading 
from the article: 

‘‘Most of the surgically treated pa-
tients described themselves as ‘satis-
fied’ by the results, but their subse-
quent psycho-social adjustments were 
no better than those who didn’t have 
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the surgery. And so at Hopkins we 
stopped doing sex-reassignment sur-
gery, since producing a ‘satisfied’ but 
still troubled patient seemed an inad-
equate reason for surgically ampu-
tating normal organs. 

‘‘It now appears that our long-ago de-
cision was a wise one.’’ 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I never remem-
bered reading anywhere and I don’t re-
call articles talking about how Johns 
Hopkins said, look, we are having no 
better mental, emotional results from 
those who have had the surgery, so we 
are going to stop doing the surgery. 
This was Johns Hopkins; they were on 
the cutting edge of trying to advance 
gender change or sex change oper-
ations. They were doing those origi-
nally. 

This forward-looking, people-caring 
institution at Johns Hopkins medical 
center decided years ago that we may 
be doing more harm than good and we 
are going to stop doing sex change sur-
gery. So no one can accuse them of try-
ing to make more money—because ob-
viously they would make money from 
the sex change operations—and not 
make money from stopping the sex 
change operations. But apparently 
those in charge at Johns Hopkins took 
rather serious the idea that doctors 
should first do no harm. 

He goes on and points out in his arti-
cle: 

‘‘A 2011 study at the Karolinska In-
stitute in Sweden produced the most il-
luminating results yet regarding the 
transgendered, evidence that should 
give advocates pause. The long-term 
study—up to 30 years—followed 324 peo-
ple’’—so they have got hundreds in 
their database here and are following 
for 30 years—‘‘who had sex-reassign-
ment surgery. The study revealed that 
beginning about 10 years after having 
the surgery, the transgendered began 
to experience increasing mental dif-
ficulties. Most shockingly, their sui-
cide mortality rose almost 20-fold 
above the comparable nontransgender 
population. This disturbing result has 
as yet no explanation but probably re-
flects the growing sense of isolation re-
ported by the aging transgendered 
after surgery. The high suicide rate 
certainly challenges the surgery pre-
scription.’’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know there are 
people on the floor that are pushing for 
civil rights equality for the 
transgender and to let them go into 
whatever restrooms they feel like rep-
resents the gender they are at that par-
ticular time, but the studies have 
shown that when someone has a gen-
eral dissatisfaction with their biologi-
cal sex, that doing the surgery to make 
them that sex gives them 20 times 
more likelihood of committing suicide. 

b 1945 
I know there is nobody on the other 

side of the aisle who has been pushing 
this issue that wants people to commit 
suicide at 20 times the rate of 
nontransgendered people, but this is 
where this ultimately goes. 

I don’t believe our President wants 
people to commit suicide at 20 times 
the rate of nontransgendered people, 
yet what he is urging right now, the 
best studies in the world indicate will 
be the outcome. What this President is 
doing in pushing people who at one 
point in their lives have a general dis-
satisfaction, or dysphoria, with their 
biological sex is causing more damage 
for these individuals down the road 
than he will be around to do anything 
about. It is not enough to say, ‘‘I care 
more than you do for those who want 
men to go in girls dressing rooms and 
bathrooms’’ when you are doing the 
kind of harm that the best studies in 
the world are showing has been done. 

Back to Dr. McHugh’s article, he 
says: ‘‘There are subgroups of the 
transgendered, and for none does ‘reas-
signment’ seem apt. One group includes 
male prisoners like Pvt. Bradley Man-
ning, the convicted national-security 
leaker who now wishes to be called 
Chelsea. Facing long sentences and the 
rigors of a men’s prison, they have an 
obvious motive for wanting to change 
their sex and hence their prison. Given 
that they committed their crimes as 
males, they should be punished as such; 
after serving their time, they will then 
be free to reconsider their gender. 

‘‘Another subgroup consists of young 
men and women susceptible to sugges-
tion from ‘everything is normal’ sex 
education, amplified by Internet chat 
groups. These are the transgender sub-
jects most like anorexia nervosa pa-
tients: they become persuaded that 
seeking a drastic physical change will 
banish their psycho-social problems. 
‘Diversity’ counselors in their schools, 
rather like cult leaders, may encourage 
these young people to distance them-
selves from their families and offer ad-
vice on rebutting arguments against 
having transgender surgery. Treat-
ments here must begin with removing 
the young person from the suggestive 
environment and offering a counter- 
message in family therapy.’’ 

That is not me. That is what one 
transgendered gentleman who has had 
the sex change operation and knows 
more about transgender than any M.D. 
in the world, Dr. Paul McHugh. Now, 
Dr. McHugh, when I talked to him, said 
he thinks there are some others who 
know more, but they support his posi-
tions on what he is saying, which 
helped him come to these positions. 

But Dr. McHugh goes on: ‘‘Then there 
is the subgroup of very young, often 
prepubescent children who notice dis-
tinct sex roles in the culture and, ex-
ploring how they fit in, begin imitating 
the opposite sex. Misguided doctors at 
medical centers including Boston’s 
Children’s Hospital have begun trying 
to treat this behavior by administering 
puberty-delaying hormones to render 
later sex change surgeries less oner-
ous—even though the drugs stunt the 
children’s growth and risk causing ste-
rility. Given that close to 80 percent of 
such children would abandon their con-
fusion and grow naturally into an adult 

life if untreated, these medical inter-
ventions come close to child abuse. A 
better way to help these children: with 
devoted parenting.’’ 

This psychiatrist says: ‘‘At the heart 
of the problem is confusion over the 
nature of the transgendered. ‘Sex 
change’ is biologically impossible. Peo-
ple who undergo sex reassignment sur-
gery do not change from men to women 
or vice versa. Rather, they become 
feminized men or masculinized women. 
Claiming that this is a civil rights 
matter and encouraging surgical inter-
vention is in reality to collaborate 
with and promote a mental disorder’’— 
or mental dysphoria, if you would rath-
er. 

Then I have this article from Walt 
Heyer. Having visited with Walt, I have 
eminent respect for this man who un-
derwent a sex change operation from 
man to woman years ago. He is now in 
his seventies. This is his article pub-
lished in The Daily Signal May 16 of 
this year. 

He says: ‘‘President Barack Obama, 
the titular head of the LGBT move-
ment, has added to the firestorm of 
confusion, misunderstanding, and fury 
surrounding the transgender bathroom 
debate by threatening schools with loss 
of Federal funding unless they allow 
students to join the sex-segregated 
restroom, locker room, and sports 
teams of their chosen gender, without 
regard to biological reality: 

‘‘I know firsthand what it is like to 
be a transgender person—and how mis-
guided it is to think one can change 
gender through hormones and sur-
gery.’’ 

Walt Heyer says: ‘‘His action,’’ talk-
ing about President Obama, ‘‘comes 
after weeks of protest against the 
State of North Carolina for its so- 
called anti-LGBT bathroom bill. 

‘‘As someone who underwent surgery 
from male to female and lived as a fe-
male for 8 years before returning to liv-
ing as a man, I know firsthand what it 
is like to be a transgender person—and 
how misguided it is to think one can 
change gender through hormones and 
surgery. 

‘‘And I know that the North Carolina 
bill and others like it are not anti- 
LGBT.’’ 

He says: ‘‘L is for lesbian. The bill is 
not anti-lesbian because lesbians have 
no desire to enter a stinky men’s rest-
room. Lesbians will use the women’s 
room without a second thought. So the 
law is not anti-L. 

‘‘G is for gay. Gay men have no inter-
est in using women’s bathrooms. So 
the law is not anti-G. 

‘‘B is for bisexual. The B in the LGBT 
have never been confused about their 
gender. Theirs is also a sexual pref-
erence only that doesn’t affect choice 
of restroom or locker.’’ 

But he says: ‘‘The North Carolina law 
is not anti-T because the law clearly 
states that the appropriate restroom is 
the one that corresponds to the gender 
stated on the birth certificate. There-
fore, a transgender person with a birth 
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certificate that reads ‘female’ uses the 
female restroom, even if the gender 
noted at birth was male. 

‘‘So, you see, the law is not anti- 
LGBT. What then is all the uproar 
about?’’ 

Walt Heyer goes on, he says: ‘‘What 
has arisen is a new breed emerging 
among young people that falls outside 
the purview of the LGBT: the gender 
nonconformists. 

‘‘Gender nonconformists, who con-
stitute a minuscule fraction of society, 
want to be allowed to designate a gen-
der on a fluid basis, based on their feel-
ings at the moment.’’ 

Walt Heyer says: ‘‘I call this group 
‘gender defiant’ because they protest 
against the definition of fixed gender 
identities of male and female. The gen-
der defiant individuals are not like tra-
ditional transgender or transsexual 
persons who struggle with gender dys-
phoria and want hormone therapy, hor-
mone blockers, and eventually, reas-
signment surgery. The gender defiant 
group doesn’t want to conform, com-
ply, or identify with traditional gender 
norms of male and female. They want 
to have gender fluidity, flowing freely 
from one gender to another, by the 
hour or day, as they feel like it.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, coming from a 
transgender individual who had sex 
change surgery, this is quite an article. 

He goes on to say: ‘‘Under the cover 
of the LGBT, the anti-gender faction 
and its supporters are using the North 
Carolina bathroom bill to light a fuse 
to blow up factual gender definitions. 

‘‘He does not grasp the biological fact 
that genders are not fluid, but fixed: 
male and female. 

‘‘Obama is championing the insanity 
of eliminating the traditional defini-
tion of gender. He does not grasp the 
biological fact that genders are not 
fluid, but fixed: male and female.’’ 

Here I would also like to insert par-
enthetically. This is not from Walt 
Heyer. But in talking with Dr. 
McHugh, who had headed up psychiatry 
for so many years at Johns Hopkins, 
who cares deeply about people who are 
confused over gender, he was pointing 
out—he brought up the MMPI and 
asked if I knew what that was. Well, I 
knew. It is the Minnesota Multiphasic 
Personality Index, as I recall. But it is 
a personality test, and as far as I know, 
it is the most complete testing any-
body has done on personality. It has 
different scales in there, and as Dr. 
McHugh pointed out, scale 5 is mas-
culine at one end, feminine at another 
end. 

Based on the questions that are 
asked, the MMPI score gives an indica-
tion on the male-female scale as to 
where someone is in that scale. It has 
nothing to do with biological sex. Ap-
parently, most of us may have different 
places on that scale at different ages, 
and there is nothing abnormal about 
that. 

People are to be comforted and coun-
seled, not have laws passed that they 
can’t get help from their parents, they 

can’t get help from loving counselors, 
they can’t get help from psychiatrists. 

As Dr. McHugh pointed out, when 
these States like California and New 
Jersey pass laws that some confused 
minor with no biological indications of 
a problem, so the problem is all in the 
mind, when you pass laws saying you 
can’t get counseling for what is all in 
the mind, as Dr. McHugh says sarcasti-
cally, you might as well outlaw all of 
psychiatry because what they deal 
with are things that have not pre-
sented normally. They have not pre-
sented a biological scientific issue. 

Going back to Walt Heyer’s article, 
he says: ‘‘Gender nonconformists, who 
constitute a minuscule fraction of soci-
ety, want to be allowed to designate 
gender on a fluid basis, based on their 
feelings at the moment.’’ 

He said: ‘‘I call this group ’gender de-
fiant’ because they protest against the 
definition of fixed gender identities of 
male and female. The gender defiant 
individuals are not like traditional 
transgender or transsexual persons who 
struggle with gender dysphoria and 
want hormone therapy, hormone 
blockers, and eventually, reassign-
ment. The gender defiant group doesn’t 
want to conform, comply, or identify 
with traditional gender norms of male 
and female.’’ 

And I know I have read this, but this 
is so critical. He says: ‘‘Under the 
cover of LGBT, the anti-gender faction 
and its supporters are using the North 
Carolina bathroom bill to light a fuse 
to blow up factual gender definitions.’’ 

Now, going on: ‘‘Using the power of 
his position,’’ talking about our Presi-
dent, ‘‘to influence the elimination of 
gender, overruling science, genetics, 
and biblical beliefs, is Obama’s display 
of political power.’’ 

b 2000 

‘‘One fact will remain, no matter how 
deep in the tank Obama goes for the 
gender nonconformists, genetics and 
God’s design of male and female, no 
matter how repugnant that is to some, 
cannot be changed. Biological gender 
remains fixed no matter how many 
cross-gender hormones are taken or 
cosmetic surgeries are performed. No 
law can change the genetic and biblical 
truth of God’s design. Using financial 
blackmail to achieve the elimination 
of gender will become Obama’s ugly 
legacy.’’ 

Now that is from a guy who has had 
the surgery, who has had the hor-
mones. He has been through it all. Walt 
Heyer has a blog. He has overcome his 
alcohol addiction. I asked him—I don’t 
think he would mind me repeating—I 
said that we learned from the Swedish 
study over 30 years, people that have 
had these sex change operations are 20 
times more likely to commit suicide. 

I said: Did those thoughts enter your 
mind—suicidal ideations? And he indi-
cated that he had tried to commit sui-
cide. I didn’t elaborate. This is a man 
that knows. And so is Dr. Paul 
McHugh. 

To try to make this a new civil 
rights issue holds these people up for 
political football. Everybody knows 
footballs get changed out from game to 
game. Some political football will be 
the new football in another game. 

I doubt that the people in this room 
that have been using transgender as a 
football will go back like the Swedish 
study or the Johns Hopkins study did 
and see the damage that has been done. 
Eighty percent, if left untreated, have 
very, very normal lives and normal 
mental affect down the road—if they 
are left untreated. But my friends who 
support this want to make them a po-
litical football. 

We have this article, then, from June 
3. Melody Wood wrote the headline: 6 
Men Who Disguised Themselves as 
Women to Access Bathrooms. 

She reports: 
‘‘The Obama administration has un-

lawfully rewritten law, meddling in 
State and local matters, and imposing 
bad policy on the entire Nation. 

‘‘Americans agree that while we 
should be sensitive to transgender indi-
viduals, others also have rights of pri-
vacy, safety, and their own beliefs that 
deserve respect and should not simply 
be pushed aside, especially when 
transgender persons can be accommo-
dated in other ways. 

‘‘The risk to the privacy and safety 
of women and girls is real. There have 
been numerous cases in recent years of 
men either cross-dressing or claiming 
to be transgender in order to access 
women’s bathrooms and locker rooms 
for inappropriate purposes. 

‘‘Here are six examples: 
‘‘In 2009, a sex offender named Rich-

ard Rendler was arrested for wearing 
fake breasts and a wig while loitering 
in a woman’s restroom in Campbell, 
California, shopping center. Rendler 
had previously been arrested on 
charges of child molestation and inde-
cent exposure. 

‘‘In 2010, Berkeley police arrested 
Gregorio Hernandez. Hernandez had 
disguised himself as a woman on two 
separate occasions to get inside a UC 
Berkeley locker room. Once in the 
locker room, Hernandez allegedly used 
his cell phone to photograph women. 

‘‘In 2013, Jason Pomare was arrested 
for cross-dressing in order to gain ac-
cess to the women’s restroom at a 
Macy’s department store in Palmdale, 
California. Pomare snuck a video cam-
era in to secretly videotape women 
while they used the restroom. 

‘‘In 2014, Christopher Hambrook—who 
faked being a transgender person 
named Jessica—was jailed in Toronto, 
Canada. Hambrook preyed on women at 
two Toronto shelters, and had pre-
viously preyed on other women and 
girls as young as five years old to as 
old as 53. Hambrook’s case in par-
ticular shows the importance of pro-
tecting the privacy and safety of some 
of our most vulnerable citizens: the 
homeless and others who seek emer-
gency shelter. And yet, the Obama ad-
ministration recently proposed a rule 
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that would impose a ‘gender identity’ 
mandate here as well. 

‘‘In 2015, two spying instances were 
recorded in Virginia—one at a mall and 
one at a Walmart. Both instances in-
volved a man in women’s clothing who 
used a mirror and camera to take pic-
tures of a mother and her 5-year-old 
daughter and a 53-year-old woman 
while they were in neighboring rest-
room stalls. The suspect wore a pink 
shirt and a long wig to present himself 
as a woman. 

‘‘In 2016, a man used a women’s lock-
er room at a public swimming pool in 
Washington State to undress in front 
of young girls who were changing for 
swim practice. When Seattle Parks and 
Recreation staff asked him to leave, 
the man claimed that ‘the law has 
changed and I have a right to be here.’ 
The man was apparently referring to a 
Washington State rule that allows in-
dividuals to use the bathroom that cor-
responds with their gender identity. 
However, the man made no attempt to 
present as a woman. 

‘‘As these examples illustrate, there 
are people who will abuse transgender 
policies. Although the Obama adminis-
tration wants to keep its focus on 
bathrooms, its transgender directive 
goes much farther and actually re-
quires biological male students who 
identify as female to be granted unfet-
tered access to women’s and girls’ 
showers at school gyms. 

‘‘So what are women and girls to do 
when a biological male wearing a wig 
and makeup walks into an open shower 
next to them and they are shocked by 
the intrusion? According to the admin-
istration’s directive, ‘the desire to ac-
commodate others’ discomfort’ is no 
reason at all to prevent transgender 
people from accessing the intimate fa-
cilities of their choice. 

‘‘Moreover, the directive prevents 
schools from requiring transgender 
people to have surgery, take hormones, 
have a medical diagnosis, or even act 
or dress in any particular way before 
having the ‘right’ to be treated exactly 
like a person of the opposite sex. 

‘‘The logical effect would be to si-
lence women and girls who might oth-
erwise speak out to prevent serious 
crimes from happening for fear that 
they would be accused of bigotry if 
they make the wrong call. 

‘‘The interests and desires of 
transgender persons, especially adults, 
shouldn’t be placed over the privacy 
and safety of women and girls. There 
are ways of accommodating 
transgender people with private facili-
ties without endangering and silencing 
women who could be hurt by policies 
allowing anyone unfettered access to 
their lockers, showers, and bath-
rooms.’’ 

That is from Melody Wood. 
It also reminds me of back years ago 

when the issue of hate crimes was aris-
ing and we were going to punish people 
more severely based on what was in 
their minds, such as did they choose a 
person, a victim, based on their being a 
member of an identifiable group? 

That created a problem for me as one 
who has sentenced felons up to and in-
cluding the death penalty, because 
from the testimony we heard over and 
over, those who used to be called 
sociopaths under the old DSM-II be-
came antisocial personality disorder. 
But they knew right from wrong. They 
just chose to do wrong. And they would 
pick victims at random. They didn’t 
really care. 

The people that testified in my court 
repeatedly made clear that if someone 
has this antisocial personality dis-
order, formerly sociopath, psychopath, 
they had less chance of being reformed 
and coming out of prison and shying 
away from wrongdoing. A lesser chance 
of reforming them. 

Whereas the testimony indicated in 
different cases that if someone com-
mitted an act in the heat of passion— 
often it was a one-time crime that had 
to be punished for its own crime’s sake, 
but that they were not likely to ever 
commit that crime again. There were 
some who committed crimes. They 
were not antisocial personality, but 
they had been brought up to hate a spe-
cific group or people, and they com-
mitted some act or crime against 
them. 

I always made sure—it didn’t matter 
whether they picked their victim be-
cause of sexual orientation—if they 
committed an assault of any kind, up 
to and including murder, I made sure 
they were punished severely for the 
crime they committed, because every 
person deserves to be protected from an 
assault. 

So hate crimes comes in. And those 
who chose a person based on a hatred 
they were taught, there are indications 
there have been some great successes 
with confrontations between them 
after they were sentenced with victims 
or victims’ families in which the per-
son who was not an antisocial person-
ality would weep and recant and apolo-
gize and beg for forgiveness and never 
have that kind of hatred again and 
would begin associating with people, 
whether they were of a different race, 
creed, color, or gender. They had a bet-
ter chance of being rehabilitated. 

Yet, the hate crime law came in. In 
fact, under the Federal law, if you con-
vince a jury—just raise a reasonable 
doubt as a defendant—no, I didn’t pick 
that victim because they were this, 
that, or the other; I just wanted to 
shoot somebody that day—if you raise 
a reasonable doubt that you may have 
randomly picked the victim, it is a 
complete defense to the Federal hate 
crime law. That is a messed up law. 

I also gave the example that, based 
on so many of the hate crime laws, you 
could someday—and I was called crazy 
and all kind of names for giving this 
example—but the example I thought 
many years ago that was appropriate, 
based on the hate crimes legislation, is 
that you could have a situation where 
a mother and her young daughter are 
standing on a street corner, somebody 
opens their trench coat and flashes the 

daughter, and the mother, out of that 
protective instinct they have to pro-
tect the child, hits the flasher with her 
purse. 

The flasher—in a lot of jurisdictions, 
that is a minimal misdemeanor—prob-
ably would never do any jail time. He 
might have to pay a fine or spend 1 day 
in jail. But because the woman hit him 
because of his sexual orientation to-
ward flashing, then she is now guilty 
under many hate crime laws of com-
mitting a felony and can get prison 
time under these misguided hate crime 
laws. And I warned that we would get 
to this point. 

And then when I hear on the news 
some woman got mad when a guy came 
in dressed as a woman, scared her, and 
she hit him, then she gets arrested. 
This is what happens. This is the kind 
of miscarriage of justice you get when 
we don’t base laws on facts. 

And then we have this article from 
Rebecca Kheel. Of course, most of us 
have heard the headlines. We know the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, or the 
VA, has had problems. People have 
been dying while waiting to get the 
treatment they needed. 

And now the VA proposes covering 
surgeries for transgender vets. They 
are not even taking care of the vets 
when they need help, and now they are 
going to take up a procedure that 
Johns Hopkins says does more harm 
than good, that the best study in the 
world from Sweden says they are going 
to be 20 times more likely to kill them-
selves. 

Have we not lost enough veterans al-
ready? The VA wants to make them 20 
times more vulnerable to suicide than 
they already are? 

It is time to stop the nonsense. And 
I would submit, Mr. Speaker, having 
reviewed the information that Dr. Paul 
McHugh from Johns Hopkins provided 
and Walt Heyer provided and that I 
looked into based on their direction, 
one thing is imminently clear: the 
issue of transgender is not based on bi-
ological science, it is not based on 
medical science, it is not based on 
physical science, it is not based on 
chemical science. There is only one 
science that this whole transgender 
issue before the Congress is based on, 
and that is political science. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate agree to the amend-
ment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 2576) ‘‘An 
Act to modernize the Toxic Substances 
Control Act, and for other purposes.’’. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCCARTHY) for today on 
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account of his flight being delayed 
from Miami to Washington, D.C. 

Mr. DUFFY (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today and June 8 on ac-
count of the birth of his child. 

Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California (at 
the request of Mr. MCCARTHY) for today 
and June 8 on account of business in 
the district. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of 
flight delayed. 

Mr. FARR (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today through June 10 on 
account of family and health issues. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of of-
ficial business. 

Mr. PAYNE (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of official 
business. 

Mr. SWALWELL of California (at the 
request of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac-
count of primary election day in Cali-
fornia. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California (at 
the request of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

f 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on June 3, 2016, she pre-
sented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following 
bills: 

H.R. 3601. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 7715 
Post Road, North Kingstown, Rhode Island, 
as the ‘‘Melvoid J. Benson Post Office Build-
ing.’’ 

H.R 3735. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 200 
Town Run Lane in Winston Salem, North 
Carolina, as the ‘‘Maya Angelou Memorial 
Post Office.’’ 

H.R 3866. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 1265 
Hurffville Road in Deptford Township, New 
Jersey, as the ‘‘First Lieutenant Salvatore 
S. Corma II Post Office Building.’’ 

H.R. 4046. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 220 
East Oak Street, Glenwood City, Wisconsin, 
as the Second Lt. Ellen Ainsworth Memorial 
Post Office. 

H.R. 4605. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 615 
6th Avenue SE in Cedar Rapids, Iowa as the 
‘‘Sgt. 1st Class Terryl L. Pasker Post Office 
Building.’’ 

H.R. 136. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 1103 
USPS Building 1103 in Camp Pendleton, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Camp Pendleton Medal of 
Honor Post Office.’’ 

H.R. 433. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 523 
East Railroad Street in Knox, Pennsylvania, 
as the ‘‘Specialist Ross A. McGinnis Memo-
rial Post Office.’’ 

H.R. 1132. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 1048 
West Robinhood Drive in Stockton, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘W. Ronald Coale Memorial 
Post Office Building.’’ 

H.R. 2458. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 5351 
Lapalco Boulevard in Marrero, Louisiana, as 
the ‘‘Lionel R. Collins, Sr. Post Office Build-
ing.’’ 

H.R. 2928. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 201 B 

Street in Perryville, Arkansas, as the ‘‘Har-
old George Bennett Post Office.’’ 

H.R. 3082. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 5919 
Chef Menteur Highway in New Orleans, Lou-
isiana, as the ‘‘Daryle Holloway Post Office 
Building.’’ 

H.R. 3274. To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 4567 
Rockbridge Road in Pine Lake, Georgia, as 
the ‘‘Francis Manuel Ortega Post Office.’’ 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
further reported that on June 7, 2016, 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing joint resolution: 

H.J. Res. 88. Disapproving the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Labor relating 
to the definition of the term ‘‘Fiduciary.’’ 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016, at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

5577. A letter from the Chair, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, trans-
mitting the Board’s 102nd Annual Report for 
calendar year 2015; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

5578. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy, Department of En-
ergy, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Energy Conservation Program: Test 
Procedures for Portable Air Conditioners 
[Docket No.: EERE-2014-BT-TP-0014] (RIN: 
1904-AD22) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

5579. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Administration for Community Liv-
ing, Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Administration for Community Liv-
ing — Regulatory Consolidation received 
June 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

5580. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Partial Approval and Par-
tial Disapproval of Air Quality State Imple-
mentation Plans; Arizona; Infrastructure Re-
quirements to Address Interstate Transport 
for the 2008 Ozone NAAQS; Correction [EPA- 
R09-OAR-2015-0793; FRL-9947-27-Region 9) re-
ceived June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5581. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Nevada: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revisions [EPA-R09-RCRA-2015- 
0822; FRL-9947-28-Region 9) received June 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

5582. A letter from the Chief, Mobility Di-
vision, Wireless Telecommunications Bu-
reau, Federal Communication Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Amendment of the Commission’s Rules with 
Regard to Commercial Operations in the 
3550-3650 MHz Band [GN Docket No.: 12-354) 
received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5583. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Gray Television License, LLC and 
New Rushmore Radio, Inc., Amendment of 
Section 73.622(i) Digital Television Table of 
Allotments (Scottsbluff, Nebraska and Sid-
ney, Nebraska) [MB Docket No.: 16-29] [RM- 
11758] received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

5584. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to North Korea that was 
declared in Executive Order 13466 of June 26, 
2008, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public 
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); 
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5585. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to the Western Balkans 
that was declared in Executive Order 13219 of 
June 26, 2001 and Executive Order 13313 of 
July 31, 2003, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); 
Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) 
and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 
204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

5586. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting a report concerning 
international agreements other than treaties 
entered into by the United States to be 
transmitted to the Congress within the 
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(d)(1); 
Public Law 92-403, Sec. 1; (86 Stat. 619); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5587. A letter from the Chief Executive Of-
ficer, Corporation for National and Commu-
nity Service, transmitting the Corporation’s 
Inspector General Semiannual Report to 
Congress and Response and Report on Final 
Action for the six-month period from Octo-
ber 1, 2015 through March 31, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) Sec. 5(b); 
Public Law 95-452, Sec. 5(b); (92 Stat. 1103); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5588. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s Inspector General Semiannual 
Report to Congress for the period from Octo-
ber 1, 2015 to March 31, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) Sec. 5(b); Public 
Law 95-452, Sec.5(b); (92 Stat. 1103); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

5589. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s Inspector General Semiannual 
Report to the Congress for the reporting pe-
riod October 1, 2015 through March 31, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) 
Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452, Sec. 5(b); (92 
Stat. 1103); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5590. A letter from the Board Chairman, 
Farm Credit System Insurance Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Rules of Practice and Procedure; Adjusting 
Civil Money Penalties for Inflation (RIN: 
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3055-AA11) received June 2, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5591. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Service Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s Inspector General 
Semiannual Report to the Congress for the 
period of October 1, 2015, through March 31, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452, Sec. 5(b); 
(92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

5592. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Endowment for the Arts, transmitting the 
National Endowment’s Inspector General 
Semiannual Report to the Congress and the 
Chairman’s Semiannual Report on Final Ac-
tion Resulting from Audit Reports, Inspec-
tion Reports, and Evaluation Reports for the 
period of October 1, 2015 through March 31, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452, Sec. 5(b); 
(92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

5593. A letter from the Auditor, Office of 
the District of Columbia Auditor, transmit-
ting a report entitled ‘‘The Impact of ‘Ban 
the Box’ in the District of Columbia’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

5594. A letter from the Auditor, Office of 
the District of Columbia Auditor, transmit-
ting a report entitled, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2015 An-
nual Report on Advisory Neighborhood Com-
missions’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5595. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. 
Election Assistance Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s Inspector General 
Semiannual Report to Congress for the pe-
riod October 1, 2015 through March 31, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) 
Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452, Sec. 5(b); (92 
Stat. 1103); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5596. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco-
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Deep-Water Species 
Fishery by Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the 
Gulf of Alaska [Docket No.: 150818742-6210-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XE623) received June 1, 2016, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

5597. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco-
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by 
Catcher Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Ber-
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area [Docket No.: 150916863-6211-02] (RIN: 
0648-XE611) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5598. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco-
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Ves-
sels Using Pot Gear in the Central Regu-
latory Area of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket 
No.: 150818742-6210-02] (RIN: 0648-XE556) re-
ceived June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

5599. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-

porary rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory 
Species; Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries 
[Docket No.: 150121066-5717-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XE579) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5600. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s temporary rule 
— Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Sablefish Managed Under the In-
dividual Fishing Quota Program [Docket 
No.: 150818742-6210-02 and 150916863-6211-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XE507) received June 1, 2016, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

5601. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco-
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by 
Catcher Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Ber-
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area [Docket No.: 150916863-6211-02] (RIN: 
0648-XE557) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5602. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco-
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod in the 
Bering Sea Subarea of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area [Docket 
No.: 150916863-6211-02] (RIN: 0648-XE563) re-
ceived June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

5603. A letter from the Attorney General, 
Department of Justice, transmitting a deter-
mination in the case of Helman v. Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, No. 15-3086 (Fed. 
Cir.), pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 530D(a); Public 
Law 107-273, Sec. 202(a); (116 Stat. 1771); to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5604. A letter from the Acting Deputy Chief 
Financial Officer and Director for Financial 
Management, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Commerce Debt Collection [Docket No.: 
150902806-5806-01] (RIN: 0605-AA40) received 
June 2, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5605. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Special Local Regulations, Re-
curring Marine Events in Captain of the Port 
Long Island Sound Zone [Docket No.: USCG- 
2015-0100] (RIN: 1625-AA08) received June 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5606. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone: San 
Francisco State Graduation Fireworks Dis-
play, San Francisco, CA [Docket No.: USCG- 
2016-0177] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5607. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Anchorage Regulations; Dela-
ware River, Philadelphia, PA [Docket No.: 

USCG-2015-0825] (RIN: 1625-AA01) received 
June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5608. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulation; Youngs Bay, Astoria, OR 
[Docket No.: USCG-2016-0090] (RIN: 1625- 
AA09) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5609. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone, Block 
Island Wind Farm; Rhode Island Sound, RI 
[Docket No.: USCG-2016-0026] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5610. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Upper 
Mississippi River, Minneapolis, MN [Docket 
No.: USCG-2016-0337] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5611. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Na-
tional Grid — Beck Lockport 104 & Beck 
Harper 106 Removal Project; Niagara River, 
Lewiston, NY [Docket No.: USCG-2016-0265] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 1, 2016, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5612. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Navy 
UNDET, Apra Outer Harbor and Piti, GU 
[Docket No.: USCG-2016-0274] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5613. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone, Cape 
Fear River; Southport, NC [Docket No.: 
USCG-2016-0306] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5614. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Safety Zones; Annual events re-
quiring safety zones in the Captain of the 
Port Lake Michigan zone [Docket No.: 
USCG-2015-1081] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5615. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Hudson 
River, Jersey City, NJ, Manhattan, NY 
[Docket No.: USCG-2016-0109] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5616. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
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Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Newport 
Beach Harbor Grand Canal Bridge Construc-
tion; Newport Beach, CA [Docket No.: USCG- 
2016-0227] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5617. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Pacific 
Ocean, North Shore Oahu, HI — Recovery 
Operations [Docket No.: USCG-2016-0272] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 1, 2016, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5618. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Security Zone; Port 
of New York, moving Security Zone; Cana-
dian Naval Vessels [Docket No.: USCG-2016- 
0215] (RIN: 1625-AA87) received June 1, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

5619. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Security Zone; Tall- 
Ship CUAUHTEMOC; Thames River, New 
London Harbor, New London, CT [Docket 
No.: USCG-2016-0250] (RIN: 1625-AA87) re-
ceived June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5620. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Special Local Regulations, Re-
curring Marine Events in Captain of the Port 
Long Island Sound Zone [Docket No.: USCG- 
2015-0100] (RIN: 1625-AA08) received June 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5621. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zones; Upper 
Mississippi River between mile 179.2 and 
180.5, St. Louis, MO and between mile 839.5 
and 840.0, St. Paul, MN [Docket No.: USCG- 
2016-0354] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5622. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Sabine 
River, Orange, Texas [Docket No.: USCG- 
2016-0321] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 1, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5623. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Special Local Regu-
lation; Lake of the Ozarks, Lakeside, MO 
[Docket No.: USCG-2016-0276] (RIN: 1625- 
AA08) received June 1, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5624. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report to the Congress con-
cerning the extension of waiver authority for 

Turkmenistan, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 
2432(d)(1); Public Law 93-618, Sec. 402(d)(1); (88 
Stat. 2056); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

5625. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report to the Congress con-
cerning the extension of waiver authority for 
Belarus, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 2432(d)(1); Pub-
lic Law 93-618, Sec. 402(d)(1); (88 Stat. 2056); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5626. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Presidential Determination No. 
2016-07, Suspension of Limitations under the 
Jerusalem Embassy Act, pursuant to Public 
Law 104-45, Sec. 7(a); (109 Stat. 400); jointly 
to the Committees on Foreign Affairs and 
Appropriations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. Supplemental report on H.R. 
4775. A bill to facilitate efficient State im-
plementation of ground-level ozone stand-
ards, and for other purposes (Rept. 114–598, 
Pt. 2). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 5273. A bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to provide 
for regulatory relief under the Medicare pro-
gram for certain providers of services and 
suppliers and increased transparency in hos-
pital coding and enrollment data, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114–604, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CULBERSON: Committee on Appro-
priations. H.R. 5393. A bill making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Commerce and 
Justice, Science, and Related Agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2017, and 
for other purposes (Rept. 114–605). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART: Committee on Appro-
priations. H.R. 5394. A bill making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2017, and for other purposes (Rept. 
114–606). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 767. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4775) to fa-
cilitate efficient State implementation of 
ground-level ozone standards, and for other 
purposes; providing for consideration of the 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 89) ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that a carbon 
tax would be detrimental to the United 
States economy; and providing for the con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 112) expressing the sense of Con-
gress opposing the President’s proposed $10 
tax on every barrel of oil (Rept. 114–607). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 

Committee on Energy and Commerce 
discharged from further consideration. 
H.R. 5273 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 

titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN: 

H.R. 5385. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to make technical cor-
rections to the requirement that the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security submit quad-
rennial homeland security reviews, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security. 

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. 
TSONGAS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
Ms. TITUS, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
COSTA, and Mr. POCAN): 

H.R. 5386. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require can-
didates of major parties for the office of 
President to disclose recent tax return infor-
mation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
House Administration, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself and Mr. 
CROWLEY): 

H.R. 5387. A bill to authorize actions to ad-
vance the United States-India relationship, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Ways and Means, and Armed 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. RATCLIFFE (for himself and 
Mr. MCCAUL): 

H.R. 5388. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to provide for innovative 
research and development, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity. 

By Mr. RATCLIFFE (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAUL, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi): 

H.R. 5389. A bill to encourage engagement 
between the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity and technology innovators, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security. 

By Mr. MCCAUL (for himself, Mr. 
RATCLIFFE, and Ms. JACKSON LEE): 

H.R. 5390. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to authorize the Cyber-
security and Infrastructure Protection Agen-
cy of the Department of Homeland Security, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security, and in addition to the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce, Over-
sight and Government Reform, and Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: 

H.R. 5391. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to enhance certain du-
ties of the Domestic Nuclear Detection Of-
fice, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Iowa: 

H.R. 5392. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to improve the Veterans 
Crisis Line; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 
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June 7, 2016, on page H3501, the following appeared: Mr. DIAZ-BALART: Committee on Appropriations. H.R. 5394. A bill making appropriations for the Departments of Transportation, Housing and Urban Development, and related agencies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2017, and for other purposes (Rept. 114-606). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. House Resolution 767. Resolution providing for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4775) to facilitate efficient State implementation of ground-level ozone standards, and for other purposes; providing for consideration of the concurrent resolution (House Concurrent Resolution 89) expressing the sense of Congressthat a carbon tax would be detrimental to the United States economy; and providing for the consideration of the concurrent resolution (House Concurrent Resolution 112) The online version should be corrected to read: Mr. DIAZ-BALART: Committee on Appropriations. H.R. 5394. A bill making appropriations for the Departments of Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and related agencies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2017, and for other purposes (Rept. 114-606). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. House Resolution 767. Resolution providing for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4775) to facilitate efficient State implementation of ground-level ozone standards, and for other purposes; providing for consideration of the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 89) expressing the sense of Congress that a carbon tax would be detrimental to the United States economy; and providing for the consideration of the concurrent resolution(H. Con. Res. 112) 
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By Mr. BURGESS (for himself and Ms. 

MATSUI): 
H.R. 5395. A bill to require studies and re-

ports examining the use of, and opportuni-
ties to use, technology-enabled collaborative 
learning and capacity building models to im-
prove programs of the Department of Health 
and Human Services, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Mr. GRAYSON, and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY): 

H.R. 5396. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for coverage 
of dental, vision, and hearing care under the 
Medicare program; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself, Mr. 
KILMER, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. HER-
RERA BEUTLER, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Mr. 
HECK of Washington): 

H.R. 5397. A bill to redesignate the Olympic 
Wilderness as the Daniel J. Evans Wilder-
ness; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina: 
H.R. 5398. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to reform the United 
States immigration system to provide for a 
competitive America, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in 
addition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, Homeland Security, Foreign Affairs, 
and Education and the Workforce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee: 
H.R. 5399. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to ensure that physicians of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs fulfill the 
ethical duty to report to State licensing au-
thorities impaired, incompetent, and uneth-
ical health care activities; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia (for 
himself and Mr. PIERLUISI): 

H.R. 5400. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the de-
duction for income attributable to domestic 
production activities in Puerto Rico; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 5401. A bill to amend the Fair Housing 

Act, to prohibit discrimination based on use 
of section 8 vouchers, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Financial Services, and 
in addition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, and the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 5402. A bill to correct the Swan Lake 

hydroelectric project survey boundary and to 
provide for the conveyance of the remaining 
tract of land within the corrected survey 
boundary to the State of Alaska; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD (for himself, 
Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. FUDGE, 
Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. DANNY K. 

DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mrs. LOVE, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. CLAY, 
Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. LYNCH, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. MCCOL-
LUM, Ms. PINGREE, Ms. MENG, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. ELLI-
SON, Mr. WELCH, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
VELA, Mr. O’ROURKE, Ms. GABBARD, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. ESHOO, and 
Ms. PLASKETT): 

H. Res. 766. A resolution honoring in praise 
and remembrance the extraordinary life, ac-
complishments, and countless contributions 
of Mr. Muhammad Ali; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 
H. Res. 768. A resolution recognizing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that it 
is in the United States’ national security in-
terest for Israel to maintain control of the 
Golan Heights; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

250. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Oklahoma, 
relative to Senate Joint Resolution No. 4, re-
questing the Congress of the United States 
call a convention of the states to propose 
amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

251. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Oklahoma, relative to Senate 
Joint Resolution No. 4, requesting the Con-
gress of the United States call a convention 
of the states to propose amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN: 
H.R. 5385. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. ESHOO: 
H.R. 5386. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 4, clause 1 of the Con-

stitution. 
By Mr. ENGEL: 

H.R. 5387. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-

stitution. 
By Mr. RATCLIFFE: 

H.R. 5388. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. RATCLIFFE: 
H.R. 5389. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. MCCAUL: 
H.R. 5390. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: 
H.R. 5391. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is introduced pursuant to the 

powers granted to Congress under the Gen-
eral Welfare Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 1), the 
Commerce Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 3), and 
the Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 
8 Cl. 18). 

Further, this statement of constitutional 
authority is made for the sole purpose of 
compliance with clause 7 of Rule XII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives and 
shall have no bearing on judicial review of 
the accompanying bill. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Iowa: 
H.R. 5392. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the 

United States Constitution. 
By Mr. CULBERSON: 

H.R. 5393. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The principal constitutional authority for 

this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar-
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: ‘‘No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria-
tions made by Law . . . .’’ In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con-
gress shall have the Power . . . to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States 
. . . .’’ Together, these specific constitu-
tional provisions establish the congressional 
power of the purse, granting Congress the 
authority to appropriate funds, to determine 
their purpose, amount, and period of avail-
ability, and to set forth terms and conditions 
governing their use. 

By Mr. DIAZ-BALART: 
H.R. 5394. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The principal constitutional authority for 

this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar-
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: ‘‘No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria-
tions made by Law . . . .’’ In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con-
gress shall have the Power . . . to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States 
. . . .’’ Together, these specific constitu-
tional provisions establish the congressional 
power of the purse, granting Congress the 
authority to appropriate funds, to determine 
their purpose, amount, and period of avail-
ability, and to set forth terms and conditions 
governing their use. 
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By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 5395. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3, of the United 

States Constitution, which grants Congress 
the power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several states, and 
with the Indian tribes. 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18, of the 
United States Constitution, which grants 
Congress the power to make all laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing powers, and all 
other powers vested by the Constitution in 
the Government of the United States or in 
any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT: 
H.R. 5396. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. REICHERT: 
H.R. 5397. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina: 
H.R. 5398. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. ROE of Tennessee: 

H.R. 5399. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Unites States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia: 

H.R. 5400. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1, Section 8 of Article 1 of the 

United States Constitution which reads: ‘‘All 
Bills for raising Revenue shall originate in 
the House of Representatives; but the Senate 
may propose or concur with Amendments as 
on other Bills.’’ 

Clause 1, Section 8 of Article 1 of the 
United States Constitution which reads: 
‘‘The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Excises, 
to pay the Debts, and provide for the com-
mon Defense and General Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties and Imposts 
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States.’’ 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 5401. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
‘‘The Congress shall have Power to . . . 

provide for the . . . general Welfare of the 
United States; . . .’’ 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 5402. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
‘‘To make all Laws which shall be nec-

essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof.’’ 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 140: Mr. GOODLATTE. 

H.R. 241: Mr. BRAT. 
H.R. 266: Mr. GOHMERT and Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 335: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 391: Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. 

THOMPSON of California, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. WILSON of Florida, and 
Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 402: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 448: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 546: Mr. BARR. 
H.R. 605: Mr. PERRY and Mr. PITTENGER. 
H.R. 662: Mr. BABIN. 
H.R. 663: Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 664: Mr. SCHWEIKERT 
H.R. 711: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 802: Miss RICE of New York and Mr. 

YOUNG of Iowa. 
H.R. 835: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 
H.R. 842: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 
H.R. 845: Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. 
H.R. 855: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 864: Ms. DUCKWORTH and Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 885: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 
H.R. 923: Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. STEWART, 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. ABRAHAM, 
Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr. POSEY, and Mr. 
LUCAS. 

H.R. 954: Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 973: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 997: Mr. CRAMER and Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 
H.R. 1089: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 1095: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 1151: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. 
H.R. 1170: Miss RICE of New York. 
H.R. 1188: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 1192: Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. GARRETT, and 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. 
H.R. 1197: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ and Mr. GARRETT. 
H.R. 1283: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. 
H.R. 1312: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1427: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York and Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 1453: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 1459: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1460: Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 

CONYERS, and Miss RICE of New York. 
H.R. 1559: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia and 

Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 1714: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN and Mr. 

BRAT. 
H.R. 1728: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1763: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-

ico, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. BRADY of Penn-
sylvania. 

H.R. 1859: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California 
and Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 1904: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 1905: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 1925: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 1935: Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 
H.R. 1943: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 2058: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina 

and Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 2087: Mr. HINOJOSA and Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2096: Ms. GRANGER. 
H.R. 2170: Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 2189: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 2215: Mr. COOK. 
H.R. 2257: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 2285: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 2313: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 2315: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. KIND, 

Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and Mr. 
ISSA. 

H.R. 2404: Mr. ASHFORD and Ms. HERRERA 
BEUTLER. 

H.R. 2411: Mrs. DAVIS of California and Mr. 
FOSTER. 

H.R. 2515: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 2715: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 2732: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 2799: Mr. MCHENRY, Ms. LEE, Mr. 

EMMER of Minnesota, Mr. COSTELLO of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Ms. 
BROWN of Florida. 

H.R. 2804: Mr. TONKO and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 2874: Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 2903: Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. KELLY of 

Pennsylvania, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. PITTENGER, 
Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. CARTER of Geor-
gia, and Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 2920: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 2980: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 2992: Mr. BARLETTA. 
H.R. 3011: Mrs. BLACK. 
H.R. 3119: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 3222: Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 
H.R. 3226: Ms. MOORE and Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 3229: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER and Mr. 

BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3299: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 
H.R. 3308: Mr. HECK of Washington. 
H.R. 3323: Mr. HARDY. 
H.R. 3346: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
H.R. 3355: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 3381: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. HURD 

of Texas, Mr. BOUSTANY, and Ms. HERRERA 
BEUTLER. 

H.R. 3397: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 3406: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 3463: Mr. LAHOOD. 
H.R. 3471: Mr. COFFMAN, Mrs. HARTZLER, 

and Mr. DUFFY. 
H.R. 3514: Mr. DOGGETT and Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 3516: Mr. MULLIN and Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 3520: Mr. GARRETT and Mr. RIGELL. 
H.R. 3533: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 3687: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 3706: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 

TAKANO, and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3742: Mr. NUGENT and Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 3765: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 3799: Mr. BOUSTANY and Mr. FLEMING. 
H.R. 3815: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. GARRETT, and 

Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 3822: Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 3843: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 3846: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 3852: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 3880: Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 3886: Mr. HECK of Washington. 
H.R. 3892: Mr. DOLD and Mr. CURBELO of 

Florida. 
H.R. 3929: Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Ms. MAX-

INE WATERS of California, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. PIERLUISI, Ms. 
SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, Mr. LANGEVIN, and Ms. SPEIER. 

H.R. 3965: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 4073: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 4116: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 4144: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 4184: Ms. DELAURO, Ms. MATSUI, and 

Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 4212: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 4247: Mrs. WALORSKI and Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 4352: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 

CARTER of Georgia, and Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 4365: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER and Mr. 

RENACCI. 
H.R. 4381: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BISHOP of 

Utah, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mr. LOBIONDO, 
Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. MICA, Mr. 
BYRNE, and Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 

H.R. 4456: Mr. ROE of Tennessee and Mr. 
POLLS. 

H.R. 4462: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 4490: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 4514: Mr. MARINO, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 

PERRY, Mr. BARR, Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia, 
Mr. WALDEN, Mr. NUNES, Mr. HIGGINS, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, and Mr. 
LONG. 

H.R. 4538: Mr. PEARCE. 
H.R. 4556: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 4559: Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 4592: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 

GALLEGO, Ms. GRAHAM, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. LEWIS, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico, Mr. PETERS, Mr. PRICE of North 
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Carolina, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. SMITH 
of Washington, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Miss RICE of 
New York, Mr. ROSS, Mr. MESSER, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. TAKAI, and Mrs. RADEWAGEN. 

H.R. 4612: Mr. MULLIN. 
H.R. 4614: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 4626: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. CICILLINE, 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. ABRAHAM, Ms. 
GRANGER, Mr. HARPER, and Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 4640: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
TAKANO, and Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 4681: Ms. ESHOO and Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California. 

H.R. 4683: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 4684: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
H.R. 4695: Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 

SCHRADER, Ms. NORTON, and Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 4701: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 4708: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 

New Mexico, and Mr. COFFMAN. 
H.R. 4715: Mr. MASSIE. 
H.R. 4764: Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 

LOEBSACK, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 4768: Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi-
gan, Mr. HUELSKAMP, and Mr. PITTENGER. 

H.R. 4770: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 4796: Mr. CONNOLLY and Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 4798: Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 4816: Mr. COOPER and Mrs. BLACK. 
H.R. 4819: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 4828: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 

Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. POE of Texas, and Mr. 
YOUNG of Iowa. 

H.R. 4830: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 4892: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 4907: Mr. KIND and Mr. BRADY of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 4928: Mr. MASSIE and Mr. MESSER. 
H.R. 4938: Mr. COSTA, Mr. HANNA, Mr. 

GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. BUCSHON, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and 
Mr. LUCAS. 

H.R. 4955: Mr. CROWLEY and Mr. RIBBLE. 
H.R. 4966: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 4979: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 4989: Mr. LEWIS and Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 4994: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mr. AL 

GREEN of Texas, and Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 5008: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 5010: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 5044: Mr. CASTRO of Texas and Mr. 

KENNEDY. 
H.R. 5053: Mr. TIPTON. 
H.R. 5073: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 5090: Mr. KILMER, Mr. DOLD, and Ms. 

DELBENE. 
H.R. 5113: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 5114: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 5119: Mr. ROSS, Mr. KINZINGER of Illi-

nois, and Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 5149: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 5170: Mr. MACARTHUR and Mrs. 

BROOKS of Indiana. 
H.R. 5180: Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 

CRAWFORD, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, and Mr. 
WESTERMAN. 

H.R. 5183: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and Mr. COSTELLO 
of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 5187: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 5204: Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. RENACCI, and 

Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 5208: Mr. WOODALL. 
H.R. 5210: Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. COOK, Mr. ROG-

ERS of Alabama, Mr. GUINTA, Mr. MARCHANT, 
Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. STEWART, Mr. MOONEY of West 
Virginia, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. DUFFY, and 
Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. 

H.R. 5224: Mr. DESANTIS, Mrs. BLACK, and 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 

H.R. 5235: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. SWALWELL of California, and 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 5258: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 5275: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. BISHOP of 

Utah, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. ADERHOLT, and Mr. 
CARTER of Georgia. 

H.R. 5291: Mr. COHEN and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 5292: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. 

SIMPSON, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Mr. DONOVAN, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
HIGGINS, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. COLE, and Mr. 
ISRAEL. 

H.R. 5294: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 
Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H.R. 5296: Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 5299: Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H.R. 5307: Mr. SANFORD and Mr. KING of 

Iowa. 
H.R. 5310: Mr. FOSTER, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. 

TITUS, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. CLARK 
of Massachusetts, and Ms. KUSTER. 

H.R. 5333: Mr. PITTENGER. 
H.R. 5338: Mr. RATCLIFFE and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 5340: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. 
H.R. 5344: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 5351: Mr. COFFMAN and Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 5356: Mr. CASTRO of Texas. 
H.R. 5369: Ms. BROWN of Florida and Mr. 

CICILLINE. 
H.R. 5373: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Ms. SLAUGH-

TER, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Mr. COHEN, Mr. BECERRA, and 
Mr. HOYER. 

H.J. Res. 9: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. 
H.J. Res. 87: Mr. GOHMERT. 
H. Con. Res. 17: Mr. CUMMINGS and Ms. 

HERRERA BEUTLER. 
H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee 

and Mr. FORBES. 
H. Con. Res. 56: Mr. ABRAHAM, Mrs. COM-

STOCK, and Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 
H. Con. Res. 112: Mr. SESSIONS, Mrs. BLACK, 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana, 
and Mr. SCALISE. 

H. Con. Res. 128: Mr. MACARTHUR. 
H. Con. Res. 129: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 

of New York and Ms. DUCKWORTH. 
H. Res. 210: Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. 

HULTGREN, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, and 
Mr. BARR. 

H. Res. 220: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, and Mr. ROSS. 

H. Res. 289: Ms. NORTON and Mr. GALLEGO. 
H. Res. 393: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
H. Res. 501: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H. Res. 591: Mr. KATKO, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. 

FOXX, and Mr. AMODEI. 
H. Res. 647: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 

and Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 
H. Res. 650: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia and Mr. TIPTON. 
H. Res. 660: Mr. SCHWEIKERT and Ms. 

FRANKEL of Florida. 
H. Res. 686: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. HIMES, and 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H. Res. 729: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 

of New Mexico, Mr. COHEN, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. 
POLIQUIN, Mr. HANNA, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. CHAFFETZ, 
Mr. FORBES, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mrs. CAROLYN 
B. MALONEY of New York, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. TONKO, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. RIGELL, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
Mr. MARINO, Mr. STIVERS, Ms. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. ROONEY of Flor-
ida, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. ZELDIN, 
Mr. WALDEN, Mr. HARPER, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, and Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania. 

H. Res. 740: Mr. STIVERS, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
and Mr. JORDAN. 

H. Res. 750: Mr. LAMBORN, Ms. MENG, Mrs. 
WAGNER, and Mr. KILMER. 

H. Res. 752: Ms. DELBENE, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
VISCLOSKY, and Ms. TITUS. 

H. Res. 759: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. KILMER, 
and Mr. RICHMOND. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

The Manager’s amendment to be offered to 
H.R. 4775, Ozone Standards Implementation 
Act of 2016, Representative Whitfield, or a 
designee, does not contain any congressional 
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited 
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule 
XXI. 
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